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Current Topics. 


Mr. Frederic Harrison on the Real Property 
Bill. 

Mr. Frepertc Harrison devotes two paragraphs of his 
‘ Novissima Verba’’ in this month’s Fortnightly Review to 
the Real Property Bill, and hails it as ‘‘ the greatest and 
most useful reform in our law that has been seen for centuries,’’ 
says: ‘‘ As an old conveyancer and professor of law 
myself, | recognize the benefits it will confer on the public, if 
not on the profession as well.’’ We are afraid it is a long 
time since Lincoln’s'Inn saw a draft of Mr. Harrison’s, 
and he has left a younger generation to struggle with all the 
complications in tithe which have resulted from the well- 
meant endeavours of the law reformers of the ‘eighties. And 
indeed, from his point of view, the ‘eighties are quite a late 
date In my early days of the law in the ‘fifties, | remember 
Lords LynpHuRST, CAMPBELL, WestBuRY, CAIRNS, and SEL- 
BORNE I was secretary to the Royal Commission of 1869 
for digesting the law, and for two years [ had to register the 
schemes of famous judges, and draft those of Berne, who, 
whatever his other defects, had a real passion to restore order 
and consistency in the law of property.’’ But, adds Mr. 
Harrison, in the present Chahcellor law reform has found a 


and 


younger and far more practical enthusiast. 


The Effect of the Bill. 

To Mr. Harrison, who was a law reformer before Lord 
BIRKENHEAD was born, the really great change proposed in the 
sill is, not unnaturally, the abolition of primogeniture. This, 
no doubt, is a great change, and a very proper one, but it is 
hardly correct to give it this prominence. The main feature 
in the Bill is the profound change it will make in the practice 
of conveyancing, and though the benefits are primarily 
designed for the public, yet Mr. Harrison is probably quite 
right in suggesting that the profession will benefit as well. 
For ten years or so after the Bill becomes law conveyancers 
are likely to have a very busy time getting the new system 
into working order. What will happen after the ten years— 
that is a speculation we can leave till experience shews how 
the new system will work. In a troubled and confusing 
world, Mr. Harrison, ‘‘ down in Bath,’’ tries to possess his 
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soul in peace with law, philosophy, and books of the day.”’ 


We are glad to see he puts law first To the learned con 
vey ancers of a later date, who are re ponsible lor the Bill 
which the Lord Chancellor has in charge, it will be pleasing 


to see Mr. Harrison speaking of it as ‘‘ one of the best 
product of the New Time.’”’ 


The Indemnity Bill, 

Tre INpemnity Britt has been read a second time in the 
House of Commons, but in view of adverse criticism the 
Government has promised to propose considerable amend 
ments, and until these have been introduced any discussion of 
it from a legal point of view would be premature An Act 
of Indemnity is, as its name implies, intended to free executive 
officers from the consequences of illegal acts done in good 
faith with a view to the public safety in times of civil com 
motion or danger, or—but this seems to be a later extension 
in times of foreign wat An instance is the Indemnity Act 
of 1801 (41 Geo. 3, c. 66), for indemnifying those who have 
acted in apprehending persons suspected of high treason or 
treasonable practice This was in view of tl suspension 
of the Habeas Corpus Act, and it has always been the practice 
to follow the suspension of that Act by an Indemnity Act, 
though Professor Dicey points out in his Law of the Constitu 
tion that Indemnity Acts such as that just cited give a very 
limited amount of protection to official wrong-doers It does 


not cover reckless cruelty to a prisoner or arbitrary punish 
ment, and he compares it with the wide scope of the Jamaica 
Act of Indemnity in Governor Eyre’s case, referred to below 


The first clause in the Bill is intended to give the usual 


indemnity to persons acting in the di charge of their duties iy 
the manner thus indicated 


The indemnity Bill and D.O.R 


But tHe Bill goes a good deal further than this, and its 
effect. is to override the recent decisions which have held 
various war regulations to be invalid These are Vewcastls 


Bre were (Lim ted) ¥ Re (Weekly Notes. 1920, p 79: ante, 
Pp 286) ind A. G. v. Brown (36 T. L R 165) According 
to the decision of Sauter, J.. in the Newrastle Breweries 


case, Defence of the Realm Reeulation 28 is u/tra es so fal 
as regards the measure of the price to b paid for requisitioned 
goods, and this must be the fair market value. as ascertained 
by judicial process, and not a value to be determined by the 
Lesses Commission on the basis of ¢ t of production plus 
reasonable pre-war profit But in //udsor Bay Co. % 
VWaclay (Weekly Notes, 1920, p. 170), Greer, J., intimated 
his disagreement with the decision of Saurer, J lie affirmed 
the validity of Regulation 39npp, giving the Shipping Con 


troller power to direct the course of shipping and fix freights, 
and expressed the opinion that the regulations were properly 
aimed at the control of market price This, no doubt, is the 
sounder view, and follows a fortiord from the decision of the 
House of Lords in Zadig’s case (1917, A. C. 260) W hen 
personal liberty has been infringed under the regulations, it 
1s an obvious matter that rights of property must give way 
too As far as we can see, the compensation offered by the 
Government for requisitioned goods gives all that can fairly 
be claimed, and to give more is to enrich the individual at 
the ex pense of the public There remains 4. G. v. Brown, 
in which it was held that section 43 of the Customs Consolida 
tion Act, 1843, must be construed on the ¢jusdem generis 
rule, and that a proclamation under it prohibiting the import 
of goods other than arms and ammunition was invalid. The 
Indemnity Bill proposes to exclude the market value for 
requisitioned goods—that is, to override the Newcastle 
Breweries case—and to substitute the measure of compensa 
tion prescribed in clause 3—/.¢., we understand a measure 
not abnormally swollen by war conditions ; and also to validate 
proclamations under section 43 of the Customs Consolidation 
Act, 1870, and so override A. G. v. Brown—a much more 
debatable matter 
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‘Amritsar and the Indemnity Bill. 

One oF the clauses of the Indemnity Bill, wé may add, is 
| deserving of specia] study by students of constitutional law 
| The Bill proposes, inter alia, to legalise all ‘‘ acts, proclama- 

tions and decrees’’ of British officers in places outside Great 
Britain during the currency of the war. This amounts to an 
Imperial Act of Indemnity, covering such disputed matters 
| of controversy as the conduct of Sir MicnaEL, O'Dwyer and 
| his subordinates in the recent Punjab disorders. Such conduct 
is already protected in India by a local Act of Indemnity, 
| which prevents a Crown prosecution in India, or a civil action 
in Great Britain in respect of any illegality committed 1 
uppressing the real or imaginary rebellion at Amritsar: Re, 
v. Kyre (1868, Finlayson’s Report, pp 74 et seq.). But the 
better opinion—athough the matter is not free from doubt 
is that a local Act of Indemnity—as distinct from an Imperial 
statute passed by the British Parliament—is not an answe 
| to criminal proceedings for oppression in the King’s Benc! 
Division (see the judgment of Lord Biacksurn in Rex v. Eyre 
(supra)) In the case of Rar v. Eyre, the famous Governor 
of Jamaica had committed numerous acts of illegal cruelty in 
| r@pressing the Jamaica rebellion of 1865, and the Legislature 
| of Jamaica had passed an Act of Indemnity absolving him 
| from all liability, civil or criminal In England both civil 


|and criminal proceedings were taken against Eyre. The civil 
| proceedings were held to have been barred by the local Act 
of Indemnity: but such statute was held not to be an answer 
(to Crown proceedings The indictment in Middlesex wa 

| therefore, sent to a grand jury, who, however, solved tlie 
| vexed question of law by throwing out the Bill. Inasmuch 


as three Reports on the conduct of Sir Micnatt O'Dwyer are 
before the public—or will hortly be before it and it is 
generally rumoured that its legality will be tested by a prose 
cution in Engand, it seems a matter of elementary fair play 
that no attempt to prevent such proceedings by a sidewind 
should be made by the legal advisers of the Crown. We hope, 
therefore, that Sir Gorpon Hewart will clear up any doubts 
as to the intent of his Bill in connection with Amritsar 


Bonus Shares and Super-Tax. 

Tue Courr or Appeat have upheld the decision of 
Row tatt, J., in /nland Revenue Commissioners v. Blott (35 
T. L. R. 687) and have held that bonus shares issued by way 
of capitalization of profits are not liable to super-tax. The 
point of the decision can be stated very shortly. The whole 
of the profits of a company, ascertained in accordance with 





the scheduled rules and practice, have to pay income tax at 
the highest rate for the year—now 6s. in the £. A corre 
spondirfg deduction is made on payment of dividends to the 


shareholders— either by actual deduction from the dividend 
or by paying the dividend nominally free of income tax; but 


in the latter case the dividend paid has to be increased by 
addition in respect of income tax, in order to arrive at the 


real divideng. The question of dividends ‘‘ free of tax 

was discussed with numerous witnesses before the Income Tax 
| Commission, and is dealt with in the Report (p. 39). In 
respect of dividends paid, a shareholder may also have to pay 


| 

super-tax In respect of profits not distributed as dividend, 

the liability to pay super-tax never arises. But when a com 
pany capitalizes its reserve fund or other undivided profit 
there is, in effect, only one way in which this can be done A 


dividend—or bonus, which is identical—is declared, and tl 

amount of the profits thus distributable belongs to the shar 

holders, but at the same time, by- virtue of an appropriate 
clause in the articles of association, the shareholders are 
bound to put the money back into the company by payin 

up new shares to a et rresponding amount 





{ 
Are Bonus Shares Capital or Income? 


| Ar First sight it looks as though the moment the bonus ts 
declared, this is income to the credit of the shareholder, and 
liable to super-tax if his income is big enough. But as 


th 
on 
th 
in 
lie 


su 
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between tenant-for-life and remainderman, at any rate, it 
was held in Bouch v. Sproule (12 App. Cas. 385) that, inas 
much as the shareholder is never to get the income as such, 
but is only to get it as capital in the form of shares, it is in 
fact credited to him as capital. And Bouch vy. 
not so strong a case as Blott’s and 
since in Bouch v 


Sproule was 


case other cases arsing 
under modern articles of association, Sproule 
there was an option to take the dividend in cash But the 
House of Lords regarded this as immaterial, since in fact it 
was an option which under the 


would exercise 


circumstances no shareholdet 
Such, then, being the rules as between tenant 
different 


The point is by no means clear 


for-life and remainderman, can there be a rule for 


) 


the purpose of income tax 


for an obligation on a shareholder to return income to the 
company tor useé as capital does not apparently entitle him té 
ay to the tax collector that the money which notionally he 
receives 1s not income. However, the Court of Appeal have 
held that the rule in Bouche v. Sproule applies for the purpose 


of super-tax as well, and hence the bonus shares need not b 
brought into a super-tax return In the evidence 
the Income Tax Commission by Mr. E. R. Harrison, 
Assistant Secretary to the Board of Inland Revenik 
(Evidence, 4th Instalment, pp. 713, 714, 727), it was shewn 
that the 
recently—this, indeed, is a matter of common knowledge 
it was estimated that the loss to the 
millions a year. But there is a set-off too, since some share 
holders to whom bonus shares are issued might, on the footing 


wiven t« 


issue of bonus shares had enormously increased 
ana 


revenue is about fou 


of these being income, claim a return in respect of the 6s. in 
the £ already paid According to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s speech in the House of Commons on 2Ist Apri 

the corporation tax may be regarded as a composition in lieu 
of super-tax, to which there is the objection that it hits all 
shareholders alike—those liable to super-tax and 
those who are not. 


who are 


Lighters as Warehouses. 


THERE 1S a tradition in the Divisional Court to thie 
that on one occasion Mr. -DANCKWERTS argued for three aay 
on the point whether or not. a 
the warehouse class ’’ within the meaning of the model build 


effect 


reservoir *’ is’a building of 


ing bye-laws, and that in the end he convinced the Court, who | 


We do not know the reference to the decision 

if indeed it ever was given. But something very like it was the 
subject of decision by Baituacne, J., recently, in Fishe 

Reeves, d& Co, (Limited) v. Armour & Co. (Limited), reported 
elsewhere Here the question was whether or not river barge 
or lighters, stores ’’ within the meaning of commercial] 
contracts, which promise to sell beef ‘‘ ez The plain 
tiffs claimed the return of £2,500 paid by them to the de 
fendants for beef supplied under such a contract of sale it 
turned out that the had not stored the 
houses, but had left it afloat in lighters owing to the congestion 
of the port. The point was whether there had been a warranty 
that the goods were in a store when sold; whether this war 


held that it was 


are 


store 


sellers beef in ware 


ranty was an essential term of the contract, breach of which 
entitled the purchaser to rescind ; and whether the accommoda 
tion of a barge could fairly be brought within the meaning of 


the term ‘‘ store.’’ As a matter of fact the point was a little | 
more complicated than this, There was a question, also, 
whether the goods had been sold ‘‘ « store,’’ or merely ‘‘ spot, 
Rotterdam ’’ ; but this turned purely on questions of fact It 
is interesting to note it, however, just in passing; because on 
this point his lordship held that a sale of goods spot 
merely means that they are in a deliverable state and ready 


for delivery at the port named, not that they have been bonded 
or have passed through the hands of the Custom House at the 


port named. As regards the main issue, Mr. Justice 
BAILHACHE distinguished between the terms warehouse 


and “ store.’’ The former he held to be a term of art, relat 
ing only to a conventional warehouse on shore. The latter he 
held to be a vague popular term, and therefore satisfied by any 
place in which goods could lie and receive shelter. He, there- 


fore, held that the lighters sufficiently answered the term 





| the head office of the bank being at 


| owner had been domiciled there ; 


1; om uld 


| case 
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tore to satisfy any warranty that might be proved. The 
decision appears to have created some alarm among commercial 
men, who are afraid that the obligation te accept delivery in 
craft instead of on shore may make them liable for additional 
expenses such as demurrage and marine insurance 
Situs of Bank Shares, 

THOSE WHO are interested in the often very difficult ques- 
tion of determining the situs or locality of such choses in 


action as bank shares should peruse a recen ise decided in the 


Supreme Court of Canada—Nmith v. \ Scotia (Provincial 
/ et rer) (DS ( an = ( R 70) The Prov nee ot Nova 
Scotia claimed succession duty in respect ol certain shares in 
the Royal Bank which rmed part of the property of the 
deceased, Witey Suir The Roval Bat has its head office 
it Montreal, in the Province of Quebec, and a branch office at 
Halit 1X, In the Province of Nova Scotia The deceased was 
| domiciled and died in Nova Scotia, and the shares were on 
he Halifax (Nova Scotia) register, and could only be dealt 


The Nova Scotia Court held that the 
ised Witey SMITH) were 


with on that registe 
ippellant 
lable in respect of succession duty on the shares, upon the 
that locally sit Nova Scotia 
y being on the Halifax register The appellants appealed to 
the Supreme Court of Canada, and the Province of Quebec 


then intervened and claimed succession duty on the ground 


(representative ol tire ae 


round these shares were uate in 


y 
b 


that the shares were locally situated in Quebec by reason of 
; Montreal. The Supreme 
Court of Nova Scotia, and 
not the Province of Quebec, was entitled to succession duty, 
the appeal failed But the Appellate Court expressly 
differed from the Nova Scotia Court in its reasons for uphold 
ing the latte decision, that the ire 

regarded as locally situate in Nova Scotia because the deceased 
( the maxim, mohilia personam 
ey ntur, was hel If that maxum did not apply, 
the Supreme Court of Canada thought the Province of Nova 
would still be entitled, and that the place of registra 
not the place of the head office of the bank would 


of Canada held that the Province 


and 


und held were to be 


d to apply 


; 
scotia 


tion and 
then determine the situs of the shares 
Building Society Mortgages. 
Tue virtue of a well-drawn interpretation clause in a deed 
illustrated in Mr. Justice P. O. 
LAWRENCE relating to transfers of building society mortgages 
Sun Permanent Benefit Building Society v. Western Subur 
n, de Buldu (Times, 21st April) The 
of the plaintiff society’s mortgages by its liquidators was chal 
that the mortgages 
consent of the mort 
objection very 


Wa the recent case before 


y Soctety sale 
one wa 
the 
The learned Judge disposed of th 


enged on several grounds, and 


not be transferred without 
vavgors 
shortly by referring to the form of the mortgages themselves. 
These co1 by which it was 
declared that the expression should extend to 
and assigns of the plaintiff society 
require or The 

is equivalent to a provision 
transferable by the plaintiff 


contained an interpretation clause 
‘. the society 
uccessor!r 


should 


and include the 
where the 
effect of this clause, it was held, 
that the mortgage should -be 
society without attempting to make any provision as to the 


context admit thereof 


position of the mortgagor and transferee after the transfer. 

Re Rumney and Smith (1897, 2 Ch. 351) has been considered 
to be an authority that building society mortgages cannot be 
: the cansent though in that 
trustee for the society. 


ransferred without mortgagor’ 
the mortgage wa 


Special clauses have been sometimes inserted to get over this 


made to 


difficulty : see. for instance, 2 K. & E. Prec. (10th Ed.) 140 
There seems no reason why Mr. Justice LAwrENcE’s decision 
on the proper construction of the mortgage deed in the case 
betore him hould not be relied on a enabling an interpreta- 
on in the form ab juoted to be used in place of the more 
eugtliy and specia lauses referred to 


Communications to the Judge. 
Mvucu 


irse taken Dy 


INTEREST he felt by man 


in the 
Horriper. J., in Hutchison v 


Hutchison 


practitioner 
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(Times, 21st ult.), because it helps to answer a query which 
must often have occurred to members of the legal profession 
and the public at large r, or a layman, sees 
that a certain divorce suit is undefended, and happens to 
possess information of vital importance to the Court in giving 
ites judgment on the facts. What ought he todo? Normally, 
an outsider must not write to the trial judge; such an act 
practically amounts to a very serious “ interference with 
justice,’’ and, therefore, contempt of Court. Usually, indeed, 
the outsider seised of such special information should com- 
municate it to the party in the case, who ought to be informed 
in the interests of justice. If there is no such party, as in 
an undefended divorce, then, probably, the King’s Proctor 
would be the proper recipient of the information. But some- 
times even the latter course is not feasible, for the King’s 
Proctor does not usually interfere until after a decree nis: has 
been granted. In the present case, a solicitor acquainted with 
the facts saw in the undefended list of the Divorce Court a 
petition by a wife whom he knew to have in fact committed 
bigamy, and to have been the defendant in a null ty suit at 
the instance of the second husband. He accordingly placed 
these facts in a letter, without comment, and sent it up to 
the judge at the trial. Mr. Justice HorripGe was assisted 
by the information, which the lady had not disclosed either 
to her sol.citor or to counsel, and which, therefore, 
would not have reached the Court but for the 
solicitor’s action, unless and until the King’s Proctor 
after the grant of a decree nisi—came to hear of it and to 
intervene. Obviously, expense and the tithe of the Court is 
saved if the judge learns the true facts at the trial, and not 
on an application of the King’s Proctor to rescind the decree 
msi. So Mr. Justice Horripce commended the act.on of the 
solicitor who had assisted him. At the same time the prece 
dent opens up a wide question as to what s advisable in such 
cases ; and probably this noved mode of acting as amicus curiae 
wll not frequently be resorted to. Cases like the present, 
when it was entirely permissible and proper, cannot be of 
frequent occurrence. 


Suppose a lawye 


The Registration of Highways. 

Tae Ministry or Transport is currently reported in the 
daily Press to have resolved upon a novel form of ‘‘ registra- 
tion ’’~—-namely, the numbering and registering of all the 
highways in the kingdom _In these latter days we all are, or 
were, numbered and registered under the National Registra- 
tion Act. Our births, our deaths, our marriages, are also 
registered. Ships are registered, and so are every kind of 
motor vehicles, including ‘‘ motor scooters.’’ And now it is 
proposed to register highways! Some interesting points 
at once suggest themselves. In addition to numbering 
a road, why not add to it letters indicating its cate- 
gory? For instance, if it is in good repair, or in in- 
different repair, or so ill-repaired as to be a nuisance, 
the letters A, B, C, respectively, might be added to 
the number—much as the pronouncements of Lloyd’s sur- 
veyors of ships are recorded on the Shipping Register. In 
such a case, an interesting question would arise in proceed - 
ings for non-repair of a highway, and on a suit for special 
damage resulting to the plaintiff by reason of such non- 
repair—would the category of the highway on the map be (1) 
admissible in evidence, (2) available as proof of ‘‘ notice ’’ 
of defects to the injured party? Again, some mode of dis- 
tinguishing between highways repairable by the public at 
large and those merely dedicated to the pub lie but not repair- 
able by them, m ght be indicated on the m: ap. This, again, 
would be useful to the motorist. And the map might con- 
tain a note of any kinds of ‘‘ extraordinary traffic ’* which by 
lapse of time had become “‘ ordinary ’’ on that road. In fact, 
all sorts of points might well be placed on the register. The 
reg stration of highways promises to be not less interesting in 
fruitful possibilities than the proposed or existing system of 
registering land But the question is still in the embryo 
stage. , 


. Property Bill now before Parliament. 


The Ministry of Transport’s Silence. 

Ir 1s fair to say, however, that those possibilities have not 
yet been considered by the Ministry of Transport. Its 
present proposals are much more modest. It proposes to 
draw a distinction between the old main roads, or turnpike 
roads, since 1886 vested in the county councils, and the lesser 
roads vested district councils. The main roads, like the 
French Houtes Nationales, are alone to be numbered and 
registered. This has at least the advantage of letting the 

wayfarer know whether he is dealing with a county council 
or a district council road. The number of each main road 
is to appear on every mile-stone or sign-post, as well as an 
indication of direction and distance. The proposal is an 
interesting one, and evidently marks one advance further 
along the path of nationalizing our main roads. Already 
the policy of the Road Board and the Development Com 
missioner, coupled with the new proposals to allot. vehicle 
taxes to the repair of main roads, have taken long strides in 
this direction. When it is complete the *‘ King’s Highway ”’ 
will be, not merely dedicated to the use of His Majesty’s 
subjects, but vested in Hjs Majesty as owner of the freehold 
over which the easement of public user is imposed. 








Property Law Reform at Home 


and Overseas. 
VI. 


Tue variety in the method and degree of reform of property 
law overseas is apt to give the impression that the Dominions 
have been more active and progressive as a whole in their re- 
forms than the Mother Country. It must, however, be borne 
in mind that the majority of substantial reforms in this sphere 
have had their origin in England, though occasionally these 
have, on their adoption overseas, been developed further and 
more rapidly than at home. The Married Women’s Property 
Acts and the Conveyancing Acts were first enacted in England, 
though isolated enactments in them were no doubt anticipated 
in individual dominions. Another group of statutes—the 
Settled Land Acts—is almost peculiar to the English statute 
book, and these have only been occasionally and in part 
adopted overseas. They are, in fact, the outcome of the 
English system of primogeniture and large family landed 
estates, and this system has never taken root deeply in the 
Dominions. These statutes do, however, constitute a definite 
line of reform, advancing along a path untrodden for the most 
part by the oversea Domi nions. 

The underlying principles of the Settled Land Acts are two: 
The tenant for life is treated as owner of the land, and owner- 
ship is conferred through the medium of statutory powers. 
By developing these two principles the idea of ownership has 
been brought into prominence at the expense of the idea of 
dependent tenure, and the practical importance of dependent 
tenure has been minimized accordingly. The advent of the 
Settled Land Acts has created such a mass of new and 
troublesome technicalities that their importance as a reform- 
ing agent in the theory of land ownership has rather been 
lost sight of. But they do, undoubtedly, constitute an im 
portant contribution to the movement in property law reform, 
and the contribution is one to be credited solely to the Mother 
Country. The incorporation of the Settled Land Acts system 
into the property law of the country has done much to pre- 
pare the way for the further reforms proposed by the Law of 
Although confined in 
its operation to land, and having nothing to do with the law 
of chattels, the Settled Land Acts system has helped on 
reform in the direction of assimilating the law of land and 
chattels by depressing the notion “of dependent tenure 


(applicable to land only) and exalting the notion of ownership, 
detached from an estate in the land, estates being also 
primarily connected with land and not chattels. 





The proposals in the Law of Property Bill, while including 
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that abrogation of the heir at law which has long been effected | law to note that English and Continental law are each 
in most oversea dominions, go far beyond any reform yet | gradually tending to resemble one another’? (Law Quarterly 
carried out overseas in the direction of creating one law for | Review, xxx., 278). And this remark is but an echo of what 
land and chattels. This far-reaching reform, if carried out, | Maine said long ago (Villave Communities, 4th Ed., 332) 


will be another illustration of the progress of English reform | ‘‘ All laws, however dissimilar in their infancy, tend to 
already referred to—viz., that large and substantial reforms | resemble each other in their maturity . . . . we in England 
| are slowly, and perhaps unconsciously or unwillingly, but still 


of property law have, in the majority of instances, originated 
in the United Kingdom. Should the Bill become law, there | steadily and certainly, accustoming ourselves to the same 
is every reason to suppose that, thought not necessarily at | modes of legal thought, and to the same conception of legal 
once, the Dominions will, as in the case of the Married | principle, to which the Roman jurisconsults had attained after 
Women’s Property Acts, Conveyancing Acts, &c., even- | centuries of accumulated experience and unwearied cultiva- 
tually follow the lead of the home legislature One | tion.’’ Both ‘ Continental ’’ and ‘‘ Roman ’”’ law have one 
reservation, perhaps, should be made. The Dominions are | theory of ownership for land and chattels--movables and im- 
likely to accept the general principle of assimilating the law of | movables—and it seems likely that the next wave of reform 
land and chattels. They are not at all likely to accept the | will, if the present does not, carry us over the barrier of 
whole of the machinery devised in the Bill for carrying out | dependent tenure altogether, and set us in the haven where 
this assimilation. In ‘partic ular, the provisions for making | no distinction of theory is made between ownership of chattels 
the legal estate of even more importance than it is now are 
not likely to find favour out of the United Kingdom. As 
stated in a previous article, the Dominions believe they have 
found a better way towards simplifying land transactions than — 
magnifying the importance of the legal estate. William Maxwell Evarts. 


Some attempt has been made in this series of articles to give 


and ownership of land 
James Epwarp Hoee. 
(Concluded.) 





a comparative view of the changes. actual and proposed, in THESE volumes" are a monument, compiled by filial piety, to the 
' memory of one of America’s greatest forensic orators, Four 


wroperty law in England and the oversea Dominions respe s ne ot ie coed hs 
tively and to make a very rough comparison betwee1 Ml _ | Speaking likenesses present to the reader Evart’s striking features, 
may » ' 3 parse en UNC | and shew the intellect and force which fashioned his career. The 
reform movements at home and overseas. The goal to be | first is from a portrait by THomas Hicks, painted in 1867, the 
attained in both cases is the same, and this goal is none the | property of the Century Club, New York. This is prefixed to 
less definite for not always being consciously before the drafts- ; Volume I. Volume II. has a portrait—the true American type, we 
men and the legislators responsible for carrying out changes should i TT —_, by A igo eo! ~ “4 of 1870; 
, » ° : ume e { { 2 st, « Bi. AUGUSTU! 
in the law. Nor is the goal any the less identical in both cases, | #4 Volum enews & mare Dum, of 10s by AU 
ong . . Sarnt-GauDENS and there is a later portrait of 1887 in the middle 
because the ostensible principle underlying reform is not of this volume. It takes time to read the man in the copious 
always called by the same name. Abrogation of dependent pet or: of his speeches; in his portraits and in the sculptured 

tenure is one name that may be given to the principle of these | features his greatness reveals itself in an instant. 

reforming movements, and assimilation of the law of land and The Introduction, which would have been the natural place for the 
chattels is another name. These both, in fact, mean the same biographical details necessary to reconstruct Evart’s career, gives 
thing, for in attaining one the other is gained. That this | a — pe penn - hag , oe us -* “te agin 
; . : » fir VARTS, SOUTHMAYD & OATE, bu sis , 
attainment of one law for land and chattels is really the goal | '\' Soe reoeget Bagge: r - hiec pe , bi fan hy 
towards which the reforming mov Pang Bite, “a else. Joseru H. Cnoarr was the subject of a recent autobiography 
: ich e relorming movements have tended 1s, Of | which aroused great interest, and we took from that source at the 
course, only to be perceived by taking a detached view of the | time some interesting details about Cuartes F. SourHmayp, who 
whole of the movements. One law of ownership for both land | seems to have done the spade work of the office, while his better- 
and chattels is then the goal, and one point of interest is to | known partners won fame in a wider sphere (62 Sot, JoURNAL, 


observe that the routes chosen are not identical. pp. 19, 615 ; 63 ted. p. 240). But a search to the end of Volume III. 
reveals an Appendix containing “A Brief Chronological Summary 


; psa of the differences between property law in England | of the Career of Wintstam Maxwew. Evarts "a very inconvenient 
and overseas are considered, it will be found that these dif- place for it--and this gives the required information. He was born 
ferences correspond with and illustrate a difference in the | jy) Boston, in 1818. He went to Yale in 1833 and graduated, with 
method of attaining a law of ownership for land. For | honours, in 1837. With him were Morrison Kt. Warre, afterwards 
instance, the paramount importance in England of the legal | Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Court, and Epwarp 
estate is directly connected with the absence of any genera! Mer pry ope ely. ag Be nage i or el ee Myr y Beg 
system regis i apsactions wi , rersees cener’ veld at the same time that EVARTS himself was Secretary of } e. 
po of mageneting transactions with land. Overseas general The year 1838 to 1839 was spent in the Dane Law School, in 
systems of registration are established, and the legal estate has Cambridge, under Judge Svory and Professor Greentear. In the 
not. the importance that it has in England. Much has been | f,}} of 1439 he entered the office of Dante. Lorp, in New York 
done in England towards building up a theory of land owner- | City, as a Law Student, and remained there until he was admitted 
ship by means of powers under statutes. This is illustrated | as an attorney of the New York, Bar in 1841. In 1846 he took the 
both by the Settled Land Acts and also by the judicial view | oath as Counsellor in Chancery in New York. He was also 
taken in England, so far removed from that current in the | *mitted, in 1541, to practise as attorney and counsellor in the 
oversea D i that vistrati f tit] f ] Courts of Massachusetts. In October, 1841, he opened an office in 
sea Vominions, that registration o title confers merely Wall-street. and a fortnight later received a retainer of 50 dollars 
statutory powers and not an estate in the land. In the over- | ¢,. the defence of Monrok Epwarps, the notorious forger. At the 
sea Dominions, on the other hand, the theory of land owner | beginning of 1842 he joined Cuartes E. Buren in partnership, and 
ship that seems to be gradually emerging is one based on sub- | this firm, with its successors in which Evarts was a partner, 
stantial equitable right. This is illustrated by the priority | covered a period of nearly sixty years. Its constitution as Evarts, 
over legal interests given to equitable interests when regis- | S0UTHMAYD & CHOATE has already been noticed. Finally it was 
tered under systems of deed satrati d to the dis owe Evarts, Cuoate & BeaMaN, and was dissolved on the death of 
f he h a : registration, and to the disregard | \i. BeamMaN and Mr. Evarts, within a short time of each other, in 
of the tec nical legal estate in transactions with land under | jg and 1901. The successor to these firms at the present time is 
a system of registration of title. But the goal is the same the firm of Evarts, Cuoatr, Sugrman & Leon, with offices at 
one law of ownership for land and chattels, involving the | 60, Wall-street, where Evarts startéd in 1841. Evarts married, 
abrogation of dependent tenure. in 1843, Heten Minerva Warpwner, and to her these volumes are 
Regarding the reform movements at home and overseas | dedicated. He was admitted to practice in -% ay ietant 
for the moment as one movement in the direction of a single | Supreme Court in 1847, and from 1849 to 1853 he was Assistant 
law of ow ship for land 1 chattel h . f hi United States Attorney for the Southern District of New York, 
of ownership for land and chatteis, the meaning o t 11s In the deeade preceding 1860 Evarts took a prominent part in 
in relation to jurisprudence in general should be noticed. | the movement against slavery; and, in 1855, at a private meeting 
There is some relevance here in what Professor Dicey has said — 
with reference to another sphere of law: ‘‘ It is of great im 
portance for anyone interested in the comparative study of 





Arguments and Speeches of William Maxwell Evarts. Edited, with an Intro- 
duction, by his son, Sherman Ewarts. In Three Volumes. New York, The Mae- 
willan Company. £4 10s. net 
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in New York, after stating that he was not wesdh 1.000 dollars, ‘be | 
vave his cheque for 1,000 doll us to the Emigrant Aid C ompany. He 
was engaged in the same cause professionally when, in 1860, he 
argued the Lemmon S/ave case for the State of New York in the 
New York Court of Appeal, against CHarRLes O'Connor, who 
appeared for the State of Virginia. On the breaking out of the Civil 
ar Evarts took an active part on the Federal side, and was 
retained by the Government in the case of the Savannah Privateers 
and in the Prize Causes. In April, 1863, he was sent by the Govern- 
ment on a private mission to England, in a professio mal capac ity, to 
prevent the ¢ cape of any more ve sels built and equipper for the 
Confederate Navy, and also with a view of influencing, as far as 
possible, the attitude and opinions of public men in England in 
reference to the war. He returned to America in July; but again 
in December of the same year, sailed for Europe on a similar errand 
ng h took him to Paris as well as London. In 1867 he was engaged 
by the Government in the prosecution of Jerrerson Davis for 
treason In 1868 he was counsel for the defence im the impeachment 
of President JoHNsoN, and in 1872 was one of the counsel for the 
United States before the Geneva Arbitration Tribunal. In 1875 
occurred the most notable private case in which he was concerned 
the action for evim. con ont cht by THropore TILTON against the 
Rev. Henry Warp Beecner, the pastor of Plymouth Church, 
Brooklyn. This o« cupied the first five months of the year. In 1876 
he delivered in front of Independence Hall, Philadelphia, the oration 
upon the centenary of the Declaration of Independence, and in the 
following year was counsel for the Republican Party before the 
Electoral Commission in the disputed Presidential election. This 
turned on the votes of Florida, Louisiana, South Carolina and 
Oregon, and resulted in the election of Haves, the Republican 
candidate. Thereupon Evarts became Secretary of State and held 
this position throughout President Hayes’ administration, In 1881 
he was appointed by President GARFIELD head of the Delegation to 
the Monetary Conference in Paris, and on his return in the fall of 
the year resumed his practice in January, 1885, he was elected 
United States Senator for New York, and in June, 1889, appeared 
in his last case—Post v. Wei/ (115 N. Y. 361)--an important real 
property case in the New York Court of Appeals. His eyesight was 
now failing, and after this case he came to Europe to consult 
specialists at Carlsbad. On the close of his term in the Semate he 
lived in retirement, and he and Mrs. Evarrs celebrated their golden 
wedding on 30th August, 1893. He died in New York in February, 
1901, leaving his widow and nine of his twelve children surviving. 
His widow died in 1903. 

We have noticed in the above sketch that Evarrts’ career com 
menced with the trial of the forger Monrok Epwarps. This at once 
brought him into prominence. As junior counsel for the accused he 
opened the case for the defence, and “expecting to oceupy but a few 
minutes in his address to the jury, he spoke for an hour-and-a-half, 
eliciting at the close a ripple of applause from the crowded audience,” 
applause, of course, suppre ssed by the court. One of his leaders, 
Senator CRITTENDEN, during a walk after the trial, complimented 
him upon the ability he had shown and in conclusion said :—“ Allow 
me to congratulate and encourage you on the course of life you have 
idopted. I assure you that the highest honours of the profession 
are within your grasp, and with perseverance you may expect to 
attain them This was told by Evarts many years after to one of 
Senator CrITrENDEN’S daughters, and he added : “ These words from 
Mr. CrirTeNDEN would have gratified the pride of any young lawyer 
and given him new strength for the struggles of his profession. I can 
truly say they have been of the greatest value to me through life.” 


The above indicates the nature of the arguments and addresses 
which are recorded in these volumes. We can only touch briefly on 
a few of them. Some, such as the arguments in the Bank Tar case 
in 1866 (3 Wall. 373, 4 Wall. 241), and before the Electoral Com- 
mission, are concerned with matters which have no special interest 
here, and the address to the jury in the Warp Beecuer case, which 
occupies ne arly half of the second volume, may be referred to by 
ractitioners in the Divorce Court, but it calls for no special mention. 
We are reminded that the matter ended in the disagreement of the 
jury, who were by a majority of 9 to 3 in favour of the Rev. Henry 
Warp Beecuer. But the argumentin the Lemmon Slave case (1860) 
with which Vol. | opens is of permanent importance, and covers the 
whole question of the duty of the Free States to ignore as regards 
slaves brought within their territory the doctrines of the Slave 
States, under which a slave was a chattel, subject to the owner's 
power of life and death, save where restrained by statute. How 
these doctrines arose may be historically explicable, just as there 
may be historical and social reasons for the atrocities practised 
to-day against the negroes under Lynch Law, which the Executive 
Powers of the United States appear to be unable to restrain. 
But the legal doctrines of slavery belong toa pastage. The case was 
simple enough in its facts. In November, 1852, JonaTHAN LEMMON 
and his wife, citizens and residents of Virginia, came to New York 
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by boat from Norfolk, Vitginia, bringing with them eight negroes, 
who were, in Virginia, slaves and the property of Mrs. Lemmon. 
Their ultimate destination was Texas, anette Slave State. They 
were to stay in New York only till the departure of a boat to Texas 
to enable them to complete their journey. A negro named Louis 
NAPOLEON obtained a writ of habeas corpus for the production of the 
laves, and on this judgment was rendered giving the slaves their 
freedom (New York Superior Ct. Rep. 5 Sandford, 681). This was 
affirmed on appeal to the Supreme Court (N.Y. Supr. Ct. Rep. 26, 
Barbour, 270), and then by the Court of Appeals (20 N.Y. Ct. of 
App. Rep. 562), by five judges to two, one expressing no opinion 
Mr EvarTs’ arguinent was addressed to the Court on the final 
appeal. The “ points,” with the statutes and cases in support of 
them, are set out and form an excellent example of the way a case 
should be pre pared, The cases, of course, include Sommerset?’s cas 
(1772, 20 ‘St ite Tr. 1), and Evarts was able to start from the 
position that “by the common law of England, any such status 
of slavery as it is known in the United States, or as it 
is pl nied here as an answer to the writ, never existed. Evarrs 
pointed out (p. 77) how Lord MANsrreLp tried as hard as a -juuge 
ever did to avoid deciding that case. “It is amusing to follow the 
report in the State Trials, and see how the argument was postponed, 
from time to time, on a suggestion thrown out by the Court of the 
immense influence on property that the decision in the particular 
case would have.” There were then 14,000 slaves in England brought 
from the plantations and held without suspicion by their masters of 
the soundness of the doctrine that the Virginia negro might be law- 
fully held as a slave within the realm of England. ere were, 
of course, considerations arising out of the relations of the States in 
America which did not arise in Sommersett’s case, and there was the 
early Statute Law of New York in favour of freedom, including the 
declaration that every person brought into that State as a slave, 
except as authorized by the Statute, should be free. But the excep 
tion had been repealed and the argument in favour of freedom 
prevailed, though the question for the United States, as a whole, 
could not be settled without raising the gravest of constitutional 
questions or without resort to civil war. 


We must be content to take the argument in the Lemmon Slav 
case as typical of the legal research and of the appeal to wide: 
principles of politics and humanity with which Evarts conducted 
his cases. It is common to remark that forensic oratory is at an 
end, but this was not so during Evarts’ career; aad forensic 
oratory will always regain its own when the case gives occasion foi 
it and the orator is found. As to his argument in the case of the 
Savannah Privateers it has been said that it was “really a philo 
— discussion of the bases of Republican Government.” “ | 
had,” said Evarts, in writing to a friend, “seven counsel with 
seven separate speeches against me, and had to reply (1) for the 
Vrosecutor ; (2) for the Government ; (3) for the Republican Party ; 
(4) for the Free States ; (5) for the Nation ; (6) for the principles ot 
Constitutional Government ; (7) for the human race ; and all these 
though I had a fee only for one of these interests.” It is, perhaps, 
not surprising that an advocate who took this view of his duties, 
delivered addresses which, it may be surmised, somewhat severely 
taxed the endurance of the Court. 


Of the numerous addresses delivered elsewhere than in Court, the 
most noteworthy, perhaps, are the “ Eulogy on Chief Justice CHasx 
and the Centennial Oration, “ What the age owes to America.” The 
former is an appreciation of a notable judicial career and has 
yermanent interest. Why have we not something of the same kind 
ieee ? We have the judicial commemoration in court in the decease 
of a well-known judge, but this is too near the death to be more than 
a sympathetic and nearly impromptu tribute. Evarts’ “ Eulogy” 
was delivered to the alumni of Dartmouth College— CuHase’s “old 
college—sometime after his death, when, as he aa, the sense of 
bereavement was over—“The commemoration which brings us to 
gether has about it nothing funereal, in sentiment or observance, to 
darken our minds and sadden our hearts to- day ”"—and attention 
could be concentrated on a great judicial career. And the Centennial 
Oration well deserves to be reproduced in permanent form. And 
there is much else—some of the: addresses of general interest, some 
of special interest to lawyers—the speech in 1867 on Judicial Tenure 
and the speech, in 1882 at the meeting of the American Bar Associa 
tion, on the relief of the congestion in the United States Supreme 
Court. But we have said enough to call attention to these volumes. 
As we said at the outset they are a worthy memorial to a great 
American advocate and statesman. 








Presiding at the annual meeting of the Institute of Chartered Ac 
countants, on Wednesday, Mr. J. W. Woodthorpe said that since the 
Council's report had been issued one woman—Miss Harris Smith—had 


been admitted to th 


Fellowship, and she occupied the proud position 





of being the first and o1 


ily woman chartered accountant in the world, 
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Reviews. 
Notable Trials. 


NoraBLe Triats: Rex v. H. H. Cripren. Edited by Frson 
Youna, Editor of “Trial of the Seddons,” &c. William Hodge 
& Co. (Limited). 10s. 6d. 

This additional volume in the “ Notable Trial” series follows the 
precedent set by previous issues. There is an interesting introduc- 
tion, followed by a verbatim report of the evidence and speeches, 
sub-divided and arranged. Two appendices set out matters of 
interest affecting the case. There are seven full-page illustrations, 
including portraits of Lord Alverstone, Sir R. D. Muir, and the 
prisoner. The introduction, extending to three and a-half pages, is 
readable and full of human interest. 


Mutual Trade Associations. 


TrabDE Associations. By Atrrep Hurcuison, Solicitor, and 
Percy Hanpcock, Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

This short treatise of 292 pages, half of which is occupied by the 
appendix of forms and the index, is intended to serve as a practical 
handbook for lawyers and commercial men engaged in the forma 
tion and conduct of the work of mutual trade associations for the 
— of trade and industrial research at home and abroad. 

n other words, it is a treatise on the employers’ type of industrial 
association as distinguished from that of the workman. A study 
of industrial economies, now an important subject in the economic 
and commercial degrees of the newer Universities, has led to a 
demand for books dealing with various aspects of “Industrial 
Law” ; and the present work seems to contain the kind of materials 
useful to the students of that subject. 


Books of the Week. 


Criminal Law.—Criminal Appeal Cases: Beard’s Cases 
March 15th, 1920. Part 7. Edited by Herman Conen, Barrister 
at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 7s. 6d. net. 

Digest. - Mews’ Digest of English Case Law. Quarterly Issue 
April, 1920. By J. Ausprey Spencer, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). Annual subscrip- 
tion, 20s. : 

Income Tax.—oyal Commission on the Income Tax. Index 
to the Seven Instalments of the Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendices. The Stationery Office. 1s. 6d. net. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


MANTON v. CANTWELL. 19th April. 


Workmen's COMPENSATION—ACCIDENT ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE 
Course oF THE EMPLOYMENT—PuRPOsEs or EMPLOYER'S TRADE OR 
Bustness—Tuatcuinc Roor or FarmHovse—CasvaL LaBourER 
Payment By Day—Evipence as To Loca Practice—WorKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ed. 7, C. 58), s. 13. 


The respondent, a farmer living near Tvpperary, engaged a man to 
thatch his farmhouse. The man was a casual labourer, who worked 
for farmers in the neighbourhood, doing such odd jobs as cutting turf, 
thatching cottages, and the like. There was evidence that farmers often 
thatched the cottages themselves. While engaged in thatching the 
respondent's farm cottage, he fell from the roof, sustaining injures 
from which he died some months afterwards. The county court judge 
made an award in favour of his widow, but the Court of Appeal ‘in 
Ireland set the award aside. The widow appealed. 


Held, that the question whether a workman was employed for “ the 
purposes of his employer's trade or business’ within section 13 of the 
Act was a question of fact that could only be decided on fhe particular 
circumstances of each case. There was evidence here on which the 
award of the county court judge could be supported, and the Court of 
Appeal in Ireland ought not to have set it aside The appeal was 
therefore allowed. 


_ Appeal by the widow of a man named Manton from an order of the 
Court of Appeal in Ireland setting aside an award in her favour at the 
hearing of a claim for compensation for the death of her husband by 
the learned judge of the Tipperary County Court. The facts fully 
appear from the judgment. 

Lord Brirxenneap, C., in moving the appeal should be allowed, 
said that the appellant’s husband had been called in by the respondent 
to thatch the roof of the respondent's farmhouse, in which the re- 





spondent resided. The man was a labourer who was employed by the 
farmers in the district to do various things, such as thatch houses, cut 
turf, and so forth. On 25th May, 1917, he was employed in thatching 
the respondent’s house, when he fell from the roof and sustained 
serious injuries, involving concussion of the brain and paralysis. On 
2nd August, 1917, Manton requested arbitration, and after various 
interlocutory proceedings, an agreement was reached on 29th October, 
1917, between the solicitors for the parties, under which the respondent 
agreed to pay him 15s. a week. On 25th October, 1918, Manton died asa 
result of the injuries he received on 25th May, 1917, and letters of ad 
ministration were granted to his widow, On 29th November she requested 
arbitration, and the claim was dealt with by the judge on 15th January, 
1919, who ordered the respondent to pay £26 Two points were 
argued. It was said on behalf of the respondent that the case of the 
deceased man was covered by section 13 of the Workmen's Compensation 
Act rhe material passage of the section read ** Workman’ does 
not include any person . whose employment is of a casual nature, 
and who is employed otherwise than for the purposes of the employers 
trade or business. ." The language there used makes it clear that 
a workman employed for the purpose of the trade or business of -his 
employer is liable, even though the employment be that of a casual 
nature. The county court judge held that Manton was a ‘‘ workman,” 
and the respondent was liable under the Act. It was argued that the 
agreement of 29th October constituted an estoppel against the 
respondent's answer. The Irish Court of Appeal set aside that award, 
and the widow appealed to this House. In his lordship’s opinion the 
award of the county court judge was right, and should be restored. In 
considering the question whether Manton’s employment was for the 
purposes of the trade or business of the respondent, it was not necessary 
to travel beyond the facts of this particular case. The facts here were 
that a farmer living in a modest estate was under the necessity to 
thatch the roof of his farmhouse. It was a very frequent practice for 
farmers to carry out this work for themselves. The material used, 
the straw, was grown upon the farm, and if not required for thatching 

uld be disposed of as a product of the farm. The evidence before 
judge abundantly established that farmers in that 


the county court 
to 


neighbourhood did their own thatching, and it was obvious that 
carry out the business of farming a farmhouse was needed It 
was hardly possible to conceive of the case of a farm at which at least 
some office work must not be carried out Here was a man who was 
earning his living as a farmer, compelled by his own rustic Acts to 
effect a reparation of the roof of his farmhouse, and he called in a 
man to do that reparation, himself finding the materials In his 
opinion the man was employed at his employer's trade or business, and 
the appeal should be allowed. He desired to add that he concurred fn 
the view of the Judges below that no question of estoppel arose in this 
case 

Lord Finuay agreed It was clear, owing to the wording of section 
13, that where a casual workman was “ employed ’’ otherwise than for 
the purposes of the employer's trade or business he was not a ‘* work 
man’ within the meaning of the Act. The decision of that question 
turned entirely upon a narrow scrutiny of the facts in each particular 
case when they came before the Courts for decision 

Lord Cave gave judgment to the same effect 

Lord ATKINSON concurred 

Lord SHaw was of the same opinion 
the job on which the deceased man was employed as a casual worker 
was ‘‘for the purposes of the employer’s trade or business ss He 
declined to be bound by any general propositions of so called principle 
wr law in cases of which tHis was an example. Such, for instance, that it 
was sufficient that the job was done or not upon the business premises 
He had no desire to suggest any doubt of the soundness, on the one 
hand, of Alderman v. Warren (9 B. W. C. C. 507), where the job was 
held to be for the purposes of the employer's trade or business, or, on 
the other hand, of Boothhy v. Peter Patrick & Son (11 B. W. C. Cc 
201), where the job was held not to beso. Between those points might 
lie many stages of connection of the job with the trade Here the 
arbitrator held that the thatching of this small farmhouse, which was a 
armers themselves, or upon which an ordinary 


The question here was whether 


job often done by the f 
farm hand might be turned, was a job which was intimately connected 
with the trade or business of the farm. And he agreed with him 
Appeal allowed.—Counset, for the appellant, J. A. Murnaghan (of the 
Irish Bar) and @. 7. Williams; for the respondent, Thomas Scanlan 
Souicrrors. F. J. Berryman, for L. J. Ryan, Thurles, and John P 
Carrigan, Thurles, for the appellant and respondent respectively 
[Reported by Ensxrwe Rarp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


DELANEY v. METROPOLITAN RAILWAY CO. No.2 4th May. 
NEGLIGENCE—-Rat.way Company—STaRTING TRAIN witH A JeRK— 
Passencer Insvurep sy Strprna Door or CARRIAGE 
The plaintiff entered a carriage of an electric train at one end, and, 
when he was turning from the veatibule to go to a seat the train war 
started suddenly without warning. He was thrown off his balance, 
and to save himeelf put out his hand, and it was caught hy the sliding 
door and crushed, the door being shut by the momentum of the train 


in starting. In an action for negligence in starting the train without 





478 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


May 8, 1920 








warning a jury at the Mayor's Court awarded the plaintiff £35 
damages. The Divisional Court (1920, W. N. 24) set aside the judg- 
ment, being of opinion that when the plaintiff had got into the carriage 
there was, in the circumstances, no duty on the railway company to give 
him warning, and the plaintiff could not recover 


Held, allowing the appeal, that there being evidence on which the 
jury, im the par tr ular circumatances of thia case, could infer negligence, 
their verdict could not he disturbed 

Appeal by the plaintiff from a judgment of a Divisional Covrt (Bray 
and Bailhache, JJ.) setting aside a judgment entered for him for £35 
agreed damages at the trial before the Recorder and a jury at the 
Mayor's Court. The facts sufficiently appear from the headnote. 
Counsel in support of the appeal argued that there was evidence of 
negligence to go to the jury. The train started with a jerk and before 
he expected it would. The sliding door was in the nature of a “ trap, 
and the company ought, therefore, to take additional precaution to pro 
tect passengers. He referred to Jones v. Great Western Railway (1 
Tr LR. SS For the company negligence was denied, and 
it was contended that when once a passenger had entered a train it was 
his duty to look after himself 

Bankes, L.J., in allowing the appeal, said he desired to say nothing 
that would increase the difficulty the company had in carrying the 
multitude of passengers it did daily \ case such as this must be 
decided on the evidence given in the court of first instance, and he 
thought the plaintiff's evidence was sufficient to decide the case upon 
On that there was sufficient evidence to go to a jury that the company 
had been guilty of a want of proper care. The altered conditions of 
travelling since the introduction of electric railways required the safety 
of passengers to be considered according to the circumstances in which 
they now travelled. It seemed to him that. there were a combination of 
circumstances leading to the accident which the company ought to have 
avoided. These circumstances were the starting of the train more 
suddenly than in the ordinary way, which threw the plaintiff off his 
balance, and at the same time threw him in the direction of the doorway, 
with the result that the sliding door crushed his fingers. The plaintiff 
said that these two things meant that the railway company did not 
carry him safely, and that there was a duty imposed on them to avoid 
that state of things of which he complained. He thought the railway 
company were under an obligation to do something which would not 
leave that particular door in such a position that the sudden starting 
of the train automatically closed it, and thus endangered the safety of 
passengers in the carriage. For these reasons he thought there was 
evidence from which the jurv could infer ne A proposition of 
law had been contended for by counsel for the company that as soon 
as a passenger entered a railway carriage there was no longer anv duty 
upon the company to look after him: he must look after himself. That 
proposition could not be accepted 

Scrutton, L.J., said it was with considerable hesitation that he con 
curred in the appeal being allowed He thought there was evidence on 
which the jury might find that the train in which the plaintiff was 
travelling was started in some way out of the ordinary way that caused 
a greater jerk than usual 

Arkin. L.J., agreed, and the appeal was allowed with costs there and 
helow Counsex, for the amppellant. 7. J. Rowlands ; for the respondent 
company, Barrington-Ward, K.C.. and Du Pareq. Sorrerrors, HW. S§ 
Wright 4 Webh; Ruchanan Pritchard 


[Reported by Ensxive Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


: —King's Bench Divisi 
High Court—King’s Benc vision. 
FISHER, REEVES & CO. ‘LIM.) v. ARMOUR & CO. (LIM). 
tailhache, J. 15th and 16t': April. 

ConTRacT—SALe or Goops ‘‘ ex Store "’—Warenovse—‘ Spor Goons ’ 
Detivery rrom Licuters—Repvpration or Conrract 
and a spot q ds They were wm 
fact on lighters at Rotterdam, where the warehouses were so crowded 

that the qoods could not be accommodated there 
Held, that the qoods were rightly deacrithed aa ** spot " goods, and 
that they could be sold ex store, aa “ store”’ was not equivalent to 


warehouse, but was a general term, which might properly be used for 
any place in which goods were in fact stored 


rligene e 


(looda were sold “er store 


Action in the Commercial Court before Bailhache, J On 4th 
November, 1919, the plaintiffs, by a verbal contract, bought from the 
defendants 500 cases of boiled beef, which was then at Rotterdam 
The plaintiffs, on the same day, wrote a letter to the defendants saying 


We beg to confirm purchase of 500 cases South American beef 
spot Rotterdam at 22.25 dollars per case. We shall be glad to have 
your confirmation of this transaction in due course."’ The defendants 


sent an invoice, and on 14th November wrote to the plaintiffs the 
following letter ‘Referring to your call on us this afternoon in 
reference to the 500 cases boiled beef which you recently bought 
from us ex store Rotterdam, this is to advise you that the goods in 
question were shipped to Rotterdam ‘ in transit)’; you should, therefore. 
experience no difficulty in moving them to another/point.” The 
plaintiffs paid for the goods, and obtained a delivery order The 
plaintiffs, having become aware in December that the goods were, and 
had been for a considerable time, in lighters, as the Rotterdam ware 
houses were full, purported to repudiate the contract on the ground that 





the goods, being in lighters, could not be sold “‘ex store,”’ and they 
claimed to recover in this action the amount they had paid to tne 
defendants for them. 

Bartnacue, J., in bis judgment, said that while he did not think 
that the words ‘‘ ex store ’’ contained in the letter of 14th November 
did more than identify the transaction, the defendants apparently 
recognized that the goods were to be in store in Rotterdam. Treating 
the words as part of the contract, the question was whether the sale 
was correctly described as ‘ex store Rotterdam,’’ when in fact the 
goods were in lighters. It was said for the plaintiffs that it was a 
term of the contract that the goods should be delivered ex store 
Rotterdam. The letter of 14th November seemed to be an acknowledg 
ment of the fact that it was a term of the contract; and the further 
correspondence also seemed to shew that the defendants treated it as 
if it were a term of the contract. Taking the case upon that footing, 
the question was whether the goods, being in lighters, could be cor- 
rectly described as sold ex store. So far as the point about the goods 
being ‘‘ spot ’’ goods was concerned, there was nothing substantial in 
that. When goods were called ‘“‘ spot’ goods, that meant that they 
were at the particular place, and in a deliverable state, and the fact 
that certain Custom House formalities might have to be gone through 
before actual delivery could take place did not prevent them from 
being ‘‘spot’’ goods, With regard to the substantial point in the 
case, whether the goods were properly to be called ex Store, it appeared 
that large quantities of goods had been sent to Rotterdam to be for- 
warded to Germany, but owing to financial difficulties about the fall 
of the mark Germany did not take up the goods to the extent antici 
pated, and there consequently occurred a great glut of goods in 
Rotterdam. The warehouses were full, and large quantities of goods 
were stored in lighters. There were advantages and disadvantages in 
the storage of goods in lighters, but if it were not in accordance with the 
ontract that goods in lighters should be sold ex store, the fact that 
there may be advantages in so storing the goods would not avail the 
defendants. The plaintiffs said that ‘‘ store’ was equivalent to ware- 
house, and that the word store conveyed the idea that the goods were 
in a warehouse. He did not accept that contention. ‘‘ Warehouse ” 
had a specific meaning, whereas, in his opinion, the word store was a 
general term, and might properly be used to describe any place in 
which goods were in fact stored. For instance, suppose those goods 
had been on the quay, and had been stored there, he thought they 
might have been sold ex store, although no one would say that a quay 
was a warehouse. In his judgment the goods in question could properly 
be sold ex store, and the plaintiffs’ point therefore failed, and there 
must be judgment for the defendants.—Counsri, Hastings, K.C., and 
Jowitt, for the plaintiffs; Bevan, K.C., and Claughton Scott, for the 
defendants. Sortcrrors, Cosmo Cran & Co.; W. A. Crump & Son. 


[Reported by G. H. Kworr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re WALLACE. CHAMPION v. WALLACE. No. 1. 14th and 15th 
January ; 30th March. 
Wrt—Beqvest or Restipve—Conpit10on—Lecatre To Acquire TITLE oF 
Honourn—Girt over on Non-Futritment or Conpition—VALIpItTy 
Pusiic Poricy 








A testator bequeathed the residue of his estate, after giving life 
interests therein to his children, to his eldest son upon condition that he 
should have acquired the title of baronet or other title superior thereto 


Held (affirming Eve, J.), that a gift upon such a condition was not 
void as offending aqainst public policy 

Egerton v. Earl Brownlow (4 H. ZL. C. 1) distinguished, on the ground 
that there the condition of the gift was that the donee should obtain 
a peerage within a limited period. The principle of that decision is one 
that should not he extended . 


Appeal by the defendant, Major C. W. Wallace from a decision of 
Eve, J. (reported 63 Sortcrrors’ Journat, 704; 1919, 2 Ch. 305) 
on an originating summons to determine the validity of a condition im 
the testator’s will. The testator, Charles William Wallace, by his 
will, dated 20th January, 1912, devised and bequeathed his residuary 
real and personal estate to his executors and trustees on trusts for sale 
and conversion, and subject to the payment of an annuity directed the 
annual income of his residuarv estate to be divided equally among such 
of his five children, Major C. W. Wallace, R. Wallace, and his three 
daughters, as should be living on the dates on which such income was 
realized, with a provision in favour of grandchildren in certain events 
Then followed clauses 17 and 18. on which the present case arose 
‘ (17) Subject to the provisions of the last-mentioned clause, and to any 
outstanding claims on the income of my residuary estate, I direct that 
the capital of my residuary estate shall go to and vest in either or both 
of my said sons who shall have acquired the title of baronet or other 
title superior thereto . . . and upon either of my sons acquiring such a 


title I direct that after such provision shall have been made as my 
trustees consider necessary for the protection of the rights of my other 
children or of any grandchildren of mine under the provisions herein- 





before contained in the income of my said residuary estate, my trustees 
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shall transfer and make over to my said son a moiety of the capital | easy word te define, and it was not satisfied by a mere possibility that 


of my said residuary estate, and shall upon my otkgr son acquiring the 
title of baronet or other title superior thereto in like manner transfer 
and make over to such other son the remaining moiety of the said 
capital. . . . (18) If neither of my said sons shall acquire the title of 
baronet or other title superior thereto, then upon the death of the last 
surviving child of mine or any grandchild entitled to any portion of 
the income of my said residuary estate, | direct that my trustees shall, 
subject to the provisions of clause 16, divide, transfer, and pay the 
capital moneys representing my residuary estate in equal moieties or the 
investments representing the same to and between the British Treasury 
and the Treasury of British India. I do this because | hold the view 
that, subject to the possessor’s right during his life to the enjoyment 
thereof and to the making of adequate provision for his children until 
they «re old enough to provide for themselves, all possessions great 
small being acquired from or through the people, as inine were, should 
retura to the people. I am not acting fully wp to this view in the 
case of my children because the law, wrongfully, | think, does not 
enforce it on all others and their children.’’ The testator, by a codicil to 
his will, directed that it should be read as if the name of Robert 
Wallace, who had died in his lifetime without acquiring a baronetcy 
or other superior title, did not appear therein. The testator died 
2nd August, 1916. Major Wallace had not hitherto acquired a baronetcy 
or other superior title. The trustees took out an originating summons 
to determine whether the condition of the gift of the residuary estate 
to Major Wallace was valid, or void as being against public policy 
and whether the gift over in the event of the defendant's not obtaining 
such title failed. Eve, J., held that the condition did not offend, and 
was valid, distinguishing Egerton v. Earl Brownlow (4 H. L. C. 1) on 
the und that the condition there was one of defeasance, and required 
the Me to obtain a peerage, to which special duties and responsi 
bilities of State were attached. The defendant appealed. Cur. ad 
vult. 

Lord SternpaLe, M.R., said that the two gifts were alternative, de 
pending on the same condition, expressed affirmatively in one and 
negatively in the other clause, and if the condition were void as being 
against public policy both gifts failed, and there was an intestacy. The 
condition was clearly a condition precedent, and in that case if the 
condition were void as against public policy the gift failed. It was 
argued (1) that such a condition tended to embarrass the Crown 
the distribution of honours; (2) that it tended to induce the subject 
to avail himself of improper means to obtain the dignity; but not 
much stress was laid on the former contention, and he (his lordship) 
did not think that it could be maintained. The real stress of the 
argument was laid upon the second contention, and it was urged, as 
was, no doubt, the fact that baronetcies were perhaps more readily 
than otherwise obtained by services to one or other of the political 
parties in the country when the Government of that party happened 
to be ‘n power. It was said, therefore, that the result of that condition 
would be to induce the beneficiary to render services to a political 
party irrespective of his conscientious convictzons or opinions as to 
the merits of their measures and their principles, and by himself, or 
by maans of others, to use sordid and dishonourable means to obtain 
the necessary title. It was indubitable that such a thing might happen 
and he (his lordship) supposed that it would be generally reprobated 
but such a title was often obtained by meritorious services, and the 
titles of political supporters were not necessarily obtained by improper 
means. It was, however, argued that the present case was coyered by 
Egerton v. Earl Brownlow (supra), where the House of Lords had to 
consider a condition that if one of the persons concerned died without 
having acquired the title of Duke or Marquess of Bridgewater to hin 
and the heirs male of his body, then the estate limited to the heirs mals 
of his body should cease and be void. That was held ultimately to be a 
condition subsequent, but he (his lordship) could not see how th: 
validity of the condition was affected by its being precedent or subse 
quent; though the effect of holding it to be invalid was different. That 
case had a curious history. The condition was held good by Lord 
Cranworth sitting as Vice-Chancellor, and on appeal to the House of 
Lords the judges were summoned. Nine of the eleven judges who 
attended held that the condition was valid, and two that it was invalid 
Four of the noble lords—Lords Lyndhurst, Brougham, Truro, and St 
Leonards—held that it was invalid, and Lord Cranworth, who had 
then become Lord Chancellor, adhered to his opinion. There appeared 
to be much force in the reasoning of the nine judges who held the 
ondition valid—i.¢., that in order to be invalid the condition must be 
one which necessarily, or at any rate, probably, involved acts and 
conduct contra honos mores, or against the welfare of the State, as 
expressed by Talfourd, J., at p. 95, Alderson, B., at p. 109, and Cress 
well, J., at p. 86. His lordship read certain passages from these judg 
ments, and said that Eve, J., seemed to him to have adopted that 
reasoning, but he did not think that it was open to the Court of Appeal 
to do so, as it was expressly rejected by the majority of the House 
of Tords. See especially the words of Lord Truro at p. 196: “I shall 
therefore, assume that a disposition of property by will, equally with 
a disposition in any other form, which has a tendency injurious to the 
public interest or good, the law will not uphold, and the law looks not 
to the probability of public mischief occurring in the particular instance, 
but to the general tendency of the disposition ; and if the law is to be 
practically applied, it cannot be administered with reference to the 
character of the individuals to whom the question may relate.’’ That, 


however, left the matter in some doubt, for “tendency "’ was not an 








} st ayed wit 


| The King’s Proctor called no évidence 


& person might do improper acts in consequence of the existence of that 
condition. There were in the case of Egerton v. Earl Brownlow (supra) 
two important elements which did not exist here. The condition re 
quired the acquisition of a dukedom or a marquisate—t.e., the highest 
or the second rank in the peerage--and it was considered that very 





special efforts would be required to obtain such a high rank, and that 

ich efforts would have a tendency to go too fat See per Lord St 
Leonaris, at p. 23 My lords, it is a position in which no subject 
has a right to place the Crown —n subject has a right to play, if | 
may sav, with the prerogative of the Crown, or to make the preroga 


tive of the Crown the basis of an arrangement as to his own property. 
No subject has a right to do so. Dignities ought to come from merit, 
ind from merit aloné , mex mndly the title when obtained was 
that of a peerage which conferred legislative rights and duties upon 
the holder of it Baronetcies were more easily obtained than dukedoms 
ir marquisates, and when they were obtained they were mere titles, 
the performance of no duties, legislative ot 
ther, apart from those of any good but untitled citizen. As was 
ointed out by Eve, J., Lord Lyndhurst (at p. 160) recognized that each 
What cases come within 
Each case must be 
to ita own circumstances Whether the par 
ticular case comes within the rul t is the province of the Court in 
each nstance, acting with due caution, to determne.”’ Still it waa 
untained before the Court that the effect of the judgment in that 
use must be taken to be that any condition requiring the acquisition of 
in honour from the State of any kind must have a tendency against 
publ policy. Lord Cranworth, in his judgment as Vice-Chancellor, 
said at the contention in the case involved that result. He (hia 
rdship) had had, and continued to have, great doubt whether the noble 
| learned lords did not intend to lay down that principle, and some 
f the cbservations, especially of Lord Brougham, seemed to go to that 
gth; but both of the other members of the Court were of opinion 
that the case did not fall within the decision of Eqert nv. Earl Brown 
l eupra), and he (his lordship) therefore assented to the deciaion 
that the appeal should be dismissed 
Warrmoton, L.J., and Youncer, L.J., delivered judgment to the 
same effect. the latter observing that the law permitted to testators 
e utmost eccentricity of disposition, and that being conceded, it was 
not immediately obvious how the public good was menaced by a recog 
nition of the validity of that particular condition. If the condition 
had any general tendency at all, it would be in the direction of enlist 
ne the activities of the legatee in the service of the community in 
some such work of public distinction or benevolence as would be suit 
ibly recognized.—Counse., Maugham, K.C., and Luxmoore, K.C.; Aua 
ten-Cartmell: Sheldon. Soticrrors, Sanderson, Adkin, Lee. d&- Ellia; 
The Treasury Solicitor 


Reported by H. Layeronp Lewis, Barrieteret-Lew. | 
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use inust depend on ita own circumstances 
the rule must be de ded is they s ecessively occur 
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Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 


Division. 


BEBB v. BEBB AND ROSS, King’s Proctor Shewing Cause 
McCardie, J. 18th February. 
Divorce—ApDULTERY OF PETITIONER—NON-DISCLOsURE TO CoURT 
ConponaTiIon—DtiscreT1Ion oF Cournt—MatTrimoniaL Causes Aor, 

1857 (20 & 21 Vict c. 85), s. 31 

Where'the petitioner has himself been guilty of adultery, but has not 
lisclosed that fact to the Court on obtaining a decree nisi for the dia- 
solution of his marriage, and the wife haa condoned the adultery, the 
Court can, on an intervention by the King's Proctor, ez reiae sta dia 
cretion in the petitioner's far ur, notwithstanding the non diacloaure of 
hia adulte ry 

The Kine’s Proctor intervened in this case to shew cause against the 
decree nisi dissolving the marriage of Frank Harold Bebb and Kathleen 
Annie Norah Bebb By his plea he alleged that the petitioner, in the 
spring and summer of 1913, had frequently committted adultery with 
two women. The petitioner, by his answer, alleged that the respondent 
had condoned the adultery alleged in the plea. The petitioner and the 
respondent were married on 17th March, 1908, at the Register Office, 
Fanover-square. There were two children, both boys, aged eight and 
On 8th June, 1918, the petitioner presented his petition for 
his wife on the ground of her adultery with the co- 
respondent, Charles Dudley Ross. The suit was undefended, and a 
decree nisi was pronounced on 2nd December, 1918. The petitioner did 
not disclose his own adultery to the Court at the hearing of the suit. 
At the hearing of the tervention he gave evidence of reconciliation 
n 1915, and his statement that, in the autumn of that year, he had 
th his wife at a hotel in London was corroborated by her 
Counsel for the petitioner 
submitted that there had been condonation of the petitioner's — 
and that the Court should exercise its discretion in his favour. He 
referred to Collina v. Collina (1884, 9 P. D. 231), Hubra v Hlubra 
1914. P. 100). and Morgan v. Morgan and Porter (L. R. 1 P D. 644) 

McCarpir, J., in delivering judgment, said that he accepted 


six years 
a divorce from 


the evidence of the respondent entirely, and he found condonation 
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established. The question was whether he should exercise his dis- 
cretion in favour of the petitioner. Formerly that discretion was exer- 
cised in favour of a guilty petitioner very sparingly, but as he (the 
learned Judge) had pointed out in Hines v. Hines and Burdett (1918, 
P. 364), there had of recent years been a growth in the willingness of 
the Court to exercise in favour of a petitioner the discretion conferred 
on the Court by section 31 of the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857. But 
as Jessel, M.R., said in He Taylor (4 Ch. D. 157, 160), the discretion 
of a judge was to be exercised on judicial grounds—not capriciously, 
but for substantial reasons, Did substantial reasons exist in the 
present case for the exercise of the discretion? In his opinion special 
circumstances did exist. The petitioner’s adultery had taken place in 
1913—seven years ago. It was not an isolated act, and there were 
unfortunate circumstances connected with it, but it occurred at a time 
when relations between the petitioner and the respondent were very 
unhappy, and there was no suggestion that since 1913 there had been 
any repetition of misconduct. There had also been full condonation. 
In his opinion these two circumstances did call for the exercise of the 
discretion. 
which had been cited, was of much assistance. 





There, there had been 
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He doubted whether the case of Hubra v. Hubra (supra), | 


full disclosure of the facts to the Court; here, there had been no dis- | 


closure, but the Court was indebted to the King’s Proctor for informa- 
tion as to the facts. But he was bound to observe that non-disclosure 
might not now be regarded as so cogent a ground for refusal to grant 
relief as formerly. In Wilson v. Wilson (36 T. L. R. 91) the President 
(Sir Henry Duke) had allowed a decree nisi to stand in spite of non- 
disclosure, and in spite of recent adultery, in the circumstances indi- 
cated in his judgment in that case. After reading that case he had 
felt a greater willingness to exercise his discretion in favour of the 
petitioner in cases Of this kind than when he decided the case of 
Hines v. Hines and Burdett (supra). In the present case he considered 
it right to exercise his discretion in favour of the petitioner. It would 
be better for the husband, better for the wife, better for the children, 
and, so far as he could see, it would not be adverse to the interest of 
the community. Accordingly he allowed the intervention of the King’s 
Proctor, but the decree nisi would stand. The costs of the King’s 
Proctor would be paid by the petitioner —Counset, Bayford, K.C., and 
Sir Ryland Adkins, for the King’s Proctor; Hollis Walker, K.C., and 
T’. Bucknill, for the petitioner. Sotricrrors, Corbin, Greener, & Cooke, 
for H. 7. & W. Pullan, Leeds, for the petitioner; the King’s Proctor. 
[Reported by C. G. Tatnor-Ponsonsr, Barrister-at-Law.) 


New Orders, &c. 


Order in Council. 
COUNTY COURT DISTRICTS. 

Whereas it is enacted by the County Courts Act, 1888, that it shall 
be lawful for His Majesty by Order in Council from time to time to 
alter the number and boundaries of the Districts and the place of hold- 
ing any Court, and to order the discontinuance of the holding of any 
Court, and the consolidation of any two or more Districts, and the divi- 
sion of any District, and to order by what name and in what towns and 
places a Court shall be held in such District : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as follows :— 

(1) The County Court of Lancashire held at Bacup and Rawten 
stall shall cease to be held at Bacup and shal] be held at Rawten- 
stall by the name of the County Court of Lancashire held at 
Rawtenstall 

(2) The County Court of Lancashire held at Blackburn and 
Darwen shall cease to be held at Darwen and shall be held at 
Blackburn by the name of the County Court of Lancashire held at 
Blackburn 

(3) So much of the Township of Sabden as is now within the 
District of the County Court of Lancashire held at Clitheroe shall 
cease to form part of the said District, and shall be transferred to, 
and form part of, the District of the County Court of Lancashire 
held at Burnley. 

(4) The County Court of Lancashire held at Haslingden and 
Accrington ghall cease to be held at Haslingden, and shall be held 
at Accrington by the name of the County Court of Lancashire held 
at Accrington. 

(5) The Parishes set out in the first column of the Schedule to this 
Order shall be detached from, and shall cease to form part of, the 
Districts set opposite to their names respectively in the second 
column of the said Schedule, and shall be transferred to, and form 
part of, the Districts set opposite to their names respectively in the 
third column thereof. 

(6) The District of the County Court of Warwickshire held at 
Solihull, excluding the parishes detached therefrom by the last 
preceding paragraph hereof, shall be consolidated with the Distritt 
of the County Court of Warwickshire held at Birmingham ; and the 
holding of the said Court at Solihull shall be discontinued, and the 

sam ne thereof shall be transferred to the said Court held at 

irmingham ; and the County Court of Warwickshire held at Bir- 
mingham shall be the Court for the District formed by the said 
consolidation. 

(7) The District of the County Court of Yorkshire held at Holm- 
firth shall be consolidated with the District of the County Court of 
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Yorkshire held at Huddersfield ; and the holding of the said Court 
at Holmfirth shall be discontinued, and the jurisdiction thereof 
shall be transferred to the said Court held at Huddersfield; and 
the County Court of Yorkshire held at Huddersfield shall be the 
Court for the District formed by the said consolidation. 

(6) This Order shall come into operation on the 1st day of April, 
1920, and shall be read with the County Courts (Districts) Order 
in Council, 1899, which shall have effect as amended by this Order 

1lth March. 








SCHEDULE. 
First Column. Second Column. Third Column. 
Parishes. Districts. Districts. 
Haslingden Haslingden and Rawtenstall 
— 
Huncoat Burnley Accrington 
Altham Burnley Accrington 
Temple Balsall Solihull Covent 
Baddesley Clinton Solihull Warwic 
Bushwood Solihull Warwick 
Lapworth Solihull Warwick 
Nuthurst Solibull Warwick 
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Bankruptey, England.—Fees. 


ORDER, DATED 19TH APRIL, 1920, MADE BY THE LORD 
CHANCELLOR WITH THE CONCURRENCE OF THE 
TREASURY, AS TO FEES AND PERCENTAGES. UNDER 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1914 (4 & 5 GEO. 5, c. 59). 


I, the Right Honourable Frederick, Lord Birkenhead, Lord High 
Chancellor of Great Britain, do, by virtue of the powers vested in me 
by the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, prescribe that the fees and percentages 
im the scale hereto annexed shall, on and after the Ist day of May, 
1920, be the fees and percentages to be charged for or in respect of 
proceedings under the said Act, and shall taken in any Court 
having jurisdiction in Bankruptcy and in any office connected with any 
such Court, and in the Board of Trade and any office connected there- 
with, and by any officer paid io, Ba partly out of public money 
attached to any such Court or to the Board of Trade. 

Dated the 19th day of April, 1920 

BirkenueaD, C. 


SCALE OF FEES AND PERCENTAGES. 


Taste A. 
£s.d 
Every declaration by a debtor of inability to pay his debts 0 7 6 
Every bankruptcy notice... in ae sha ina a oa. | 
Every bankruptcy petition filed by a debtor ... a8 << oo 
Nore.—Where on a debtor’s petition the Official Receiver 
ives a certificate that there is reasonable ground for 
, Calioving that the assets are sufficient to meet the 
expenses of administration this fee shall not be 
charged. 
Every bankruptey petition filed by a creditor 6 0 0 
Every bond with sureties ; na sin = 015 0 
Every affidavit filed, other than proof of debts = 0 2 6 
Every subpena or summons under Section 25 of the Act 0 5 0 


For taking an affidavit or an affirmation, or attestation, upon 
honour in lieu of an affidavit or a declaration, except for 
proof of debts, and except declaration by a shorthand 
writer under Rule 67 (Form 71), for each person making 


the same ad iil eae hie a cua ds a 
And in addition thereto for each exhibit therein 
referred to and required to be marked os 01 (0 
On every proof of debt above £2 (other than proof for work- 
men’s wages under Rule 251) ... ... __... oe ne (SR 6 
For Registrar of County Court certifying lists of proofs in 
each bankruptcy under Rule 257 re ee * on aa © 
Every petition under Section 130 of the Act filed by personal 
representative of deceased debtor... sas a a § 8 
Every petition under Section 130 of the Act filed bya creditor 6 0 0 
Every receiving order under Section 107 of the Act... _.. 6 0 0 
Every application for annulment of adjudication or rescission 
of Receiving Order on the ground that the debts have been 
paid in full. Provided that one fee only shall be charged 
where annulment and rescission are the subject of one 
application aa a - pe aa cr ae. | 
Every Vesting Order under Section 54 ... coy as we eS 
Every Order of dismissal of petition or granting leave to 
withdraw petition ea eve eos wee psi in 
Every Order made on adjournment of petition 05 0 
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os. 3. 
Every application for an order of discharge, including 
expense of gazettin ; ee + ; 10 
And for each creditor to be notified : ; v1 0 
Every application for search other than by petitioner, trustee, 
pt, or any officer of the Court v1 ¢ 
Every application to the Court, except by the Oficial 
Receiver when acting either as Official Receiver or trustee 0 7 6 
Every office copy, each folio of 72 words 06 4 
On a record of trial , 710 0 
or such less sum as the Court may specially order. 
On every Order of the Court of Appeal when sitting in Bank 
ruptcy ms an é, os 109 
On every Order of a Divisional Court of the High Court wien 
sitting in Bankruptcy me 10 0 
On every Order of a Judge of the High Court when sitting in 
Bankruptcy, but not when dealing with Judgment 
Summonses :— 
If made in Court , ad ; 1090 
If made in Chambers i” 010 0 
On entering an Appeal in Bankruptcy : 
If to the Court of Appeal 20 0 
If to a Divisional Court of the High Court 1 00 


Every allocatur by the Taxing Officer of the Court for any 
costs, charges, or disbursements— 
Where the amount allowed shall not exceed £4 .. ad 
Where the amount exceeds £4, for every £2 allowed or 
a fraction thereof 0 1 
0 


; - 0 
Every application to an Official Receiver to appoint a special 
manager or to carry on the business of a debtor 10 0 
Every application to the Board of Trade for a local banking 
account * “ ‘ and 110 0 
Every order of the Board of Trade for a local banking 
account ' 3 00 
Every application by a trustee to an Official Receiver acting 
as committee of inspection under Rule 324 : 
Where the assets are certified by the Official Receiver as 
not likely to realise more than £500 010 0 
Where the assets are likely to exceed £500 1 0 0 


Every application under Section 153 of the Act to the Board 
of Trade for payment of money out of the Bankruptcy 
Estates Account ; and every application for the re-issue of a 
lapsed cheque or money order in respect of moneys standing 
to the credit of the Bankruptcy Estates Account 0 2 6 

Every application to the Court to approve a composition, a 
fee computed at the following rates on the gross amount 
of the composition, viz., £1 10s. Od. on every £100 or frac 
tion of £100 up to £5,000, and 15s. on every £100 or frac 
tion of £100 beyond £5,000 ie 

Every application to the Court to approve a scheme of 
arrangement, a fee computed’ at the following rates on 
the gross amount of the estimated assets (but not exceeding 
the gross amount of the unsecured liabilities), viz., 
£1 10s. Od. on every £100 or fraction of £100 up to 
£5,000, and 15s. on every £100 or fraction of £100, beyond 
£5,000 

Provided that where a fee has been taken on a previous 
application to the Court to approve a composition or 
scheme, or where a fee has been paid under Table B on 
the audit of the accounts, seven-eights of the amount 
thereof shall be deducted from the fee payable on an 
application to approve a composition or scheme. 

Taste B. 

For every Receiving Order made on a debtor's petition, 
where the fee on the petition has been dispensed with in 
pursuance of the Official Receiver’s certificate as to 
sufficiency of assets 

For every order of administration made on transfer of pro 
ceedings under Section 130 (3) of the Act 5 0 0 

On the net assets realised or brought to credit by the Official Receiver, 
whether acting as interim receiver, receiver, or trustee, after deduct 
ing any sums paid to secured creditors in respect of their securities, 
and not being assets realised w a special —— or moneys received 
and spent in carrying on the business of the debtor, and on the net 
assets realised by an Official Receiver when acting as trustee to 
administer a debtor's property under a composition or scheme, after 
deducting any sums paid to secured creditors in respect of their 
securities, and not being moneys received and spent in carrying on 
the business of a debtor, a percentage according to the following 


5 0 0 


scale :— 


On the first £1,000 or fraction thereof £7 10s. Od. per cent 
next £1,500 ‘e » £6 Os. Od. : 
,, £2,500 “< e £4 10s. Od. 
oa ie? z 4 £3 Os. Od 
£2 Os. Od. 


On all further sums ; 
On the amount cope to a 
“ti trustee under a composition : 
“On the first £500 or fraction thereof £3 Os. Od. per cent 
next £500 a ‘a . £2 Se. Od. a 
,, £1,000 09 ... £1 10s. Od. 3 
On all further sums ... £0 15s. Od. va 
On apetemer distributed in dividend or otherwise to unsecured 
creditors by the Official Receiver when acting otherwise than as 


creditors by the Official Receiver when 


” 








ROYAL EXCHANGE 
ASSURANCE. 


INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. BICENTENARY A.D. 1920. 





PLATE GLASS, BURGLARY, LIVE 

STOCK, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 

ANNUITIES, THIRD PARTY, 

MOTOR CAR, LIFT, BOILER, SETTLEMENT: CECt 

MACHINBRY, FIDELITY | on ee 
GUARANTEES. 


FIRE, LIFE, SEA, eave: | THE CORPORATION acts 
AS TRUSTEE OF WILLS AND 


OF WILLS 


Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary — 
HEAD Orrick : ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 3. 
Law Courts BRANCH: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 














trustee under a composition, a percentage according to the following 


scale 
On the first £1,000 or fraction thereof £5 15s. Od. per cent. 
next £1,500 F os £3 Os. Od. “i 
£2,500 , v £2 5s. Od a 
7 £5,000 a - ... £1108. Od 
On all further sums : 1 Os. Od 


Fur the Official Receiver acting as interim receiver of the pro £ad 
perty of a debtor in addition to the percentage chargeable 
on realisation, on every order 410 0 
And, in addition, where the order is in force for a longer 
period than fourteen days, for every seven days after 
the first fourteen, and for every fraction of seven days 110 0 
For each notice by an Official Receiver to a creditor of a first 
or any other meeting, or sitting of the Court 
Where the estimated value of the assets exceeds £100 
each notice 0 1 6 
Where the estimated value of the assets does not exceed 


£100 
On the first twenty notices each notice O 1 6 
For each notice above twenty 009 


For each notice by an Official Receiver to a creditor of an ad 
journed meeting or an adjourned sitting of the Court 00 9 
For the Offi.'al Receiver supervising a special manager or the 
carry'ng on a debtors’ business, where the estimated asseta 
exceed £100, a fee according to the following scale 
If the gross assets are estimated by the Official Receive: 


not to exceed £500 £1 10s. Od per week 
If to exceed £500 but not to exceed £5,000 £3 Os. Od 
£5,000 £10,000 £4 10s. Od 
£10,000 £20,000 £6 Os. Od 
£20,000 £7 Ws. Od 


Room for meeting or adjourned meeting of creditors sum 
moned by Official Receiver, for each creditor to whom 
notice has been given 6f such meeting, but not exceeding 
n summary administrations £2 for each meeting, and in 
non-summary administrations not exceeding £5 for each £ s 
meeting 0 1 
rravelling, keeping possession, and other reasonable expenses 
of Official Receiver, the amount disbursed 
For official stationery, printing, books, forms, and postages 
each estate 
For every ten applications to debtors to an estate, or 


om 


fraction of ten 030 
For every ten creditors or fraction of ten where the esti ? 
mated assets exceed £100 . 015 0 


Where the estimated assets do not exceed £100 
For every ten creditors or fraction of ten up to twenty 015 0 
For every ten creditors or fraction of ten above twenty 0 7 6 
On the audit of the accounts forwarded by the Official Receiver or 
trustee to the Board of Trade, a fee according to the following scale 
on the gross amount of the assets realised and brought to credit, viz.. 
£1 10s. Od. on every £100 or fraction of £100 up to £5,000, and 15s. 
on every £100 or fraction of £100 beyond £5,000. Provided that, 
where a fee has been taken on an application to approve a composition 
wv acheme of arrangement, seven-eighths of the amount thereof shall 
be deduct ted from this fee 
On every application for release by trustees in non-summary cases a fee 
of 3s. 6d. on every £100 or fraction of £100 of assets realised and 
brought to « redit 
On every payment under Section 153 of the Act of money out of the 
Bankruptcy Estates Account fourpence on each pound or fraction 
of a pound to be charged as follows : 
Where the money consists of unclaimed dividetids, on each dividend 
paid out; 
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Where the money consists of undistributed funds or balances, on 
the amount paid out 


Lancer C 

£s.d 

High bailiff for attending sittings of the Court, ander each 
receiving order, in summary cases, per case 040 

High bciliff for attending Court in non-summary cases, per 
case 0 6 0 

Serving every bankruptcy notice, bankruptcy petition, or 

subpa@ena or receiving or other order (not serviceable by 
post) including affidavit of service : 03 5 
If serviceable by post 01 0 

Executing every warrant of seizure, or search warrant, or 
warrant of apprehension, or order of commitment 010 0 


Keeping possession under a warrant, for each day the man is 

wtually in possession; including affidavit of possession 
being actually kept 0 4 6 

(Not less than 3s. 6d. of the above sum is to be paid to 

the man in possession, and his receipt produced. ) 

High bailiff’s, or (in the London district) officer's man 

travelling to place of possession, or to execute a warrant 
of or order of 
subpana, or for any other purpose specially directed by the 
(Court, the wm nt actually and reasonably ex | ended in 


ommitment, or to serve a summons of 


travelling 
His time, per day, where distance exceeds 10 miles 0 4 
His expenses, per day 0 4 6 

If high baaliff of a County Court or bankruptcy officer 

Supreme Court directed by the Court personally to travel 

the amount actually and reasonably expended in travelling 
His time, per day 010 0 
His expenses, per day 010 0 


Taste D 


Phe fees and allowances payable on proceedings had on or after the Ist 
day of May, 1920, in respect of any matter which was pending in any 
Court having jurisdiction in bankruptcy on the thirty-first day of 
December, 1885, shall be the same as if those proceedings had been 
taken before such last-mentioned day, and shall be applied to the 
same purposes: Provided that where the Official Receiver acts as 
trustee under the provisions of Sections 159, 160, and 161 of the Act 
of 1883, either as orginally enacted or as re-enacted in the Fourth 
Schedule to the Act, the fees payable shall be the same scale as that 
provided under Table B for realisations and distributions by the 
Official Receiver when acting as trustee under an adjudication, but 
such additional fees and percentages may be charged for and shall be 
payable in respect of the proceedings as the Court on the application 
of the Board of Trade may by Order see fit to allow 

Where the Official Receiver acting as trustee under Sections 159, 160, 
and 161, as aforesaid, executes any conveyance or transacts any legal 
or other business at the instance of third parties, the parties 
interested shall be required to pay for his time occupied and for 
that of his clerks according to such scale as the Board of Trade may 
from time to time prescribe, and to pay all legal or other necessary 
expenses incurred by him 
We, the undersigned Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's 

Treasury, do hereby sanction the foregoing scales of fees and per 

centages, and do direct that the fees to be taken by stamps shall be 

those mentioned in Table A, and that the fees mentioned in Tables 

B, C and D shall be taken in money, except that such of the fees and 

allowances referred to in Table D as have hitherto been taken by 

stamps shall continue to be taken by stamps; the stamps to be used 
shall be Bankruptcy fee stamps 

And we further direct that wherever practicable the stamp shall 
be affixed or the money paid in respect of every fee mentioned in 

Tables A, B, C and D before the proceeding is had in respect of 

which the fee is payable, and that the charge to be made by the 

London Gazette for the insertion of each notice autho-ized by the Act 

or Rules shall be five shillings. 

James PARKER, 
J. Towyn Jones. 
Dated the 19th day of April, 1920 


Treasury Order. 
NOTICE 
REGULATION OF FOREIGN EXCHANGES 
Loan or Securities TO THE TREASURY 
(Scueme B.) 


The National Debt Commissioners hereby give notice that the 
Treasury have decided to exercise the option, under Clause 3 of 
Scheme B, of returning the Japanese Government 5 per cent. Sterfing 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL, 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASE DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MIDDLESEX HosPiTAL, 


6 | T. L. 








ATHERTONS 


63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 













THE ONLY RECOGNISED LAW PARTNERSHIP, 
SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
OF THE IMPORTANT CHANGES IN LEGAL 
PRACTICES FOR YEARS PAST. 








Correspondence and Consultations invited in strict confidence. 
Telephone : 2482 Holborn. Telegrams : “ Alacrious, London.” 


ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 







| Loan, 1907, on the 12th August, 1920, from which date the Additional 
Allowance will cease. 

Heaty, Comptroller-General 

| National Debt Office, 

3rd May, 1920. 


= 
| Board of Trade Order. 
PATENTS AND DESIGNS ACTS, 1907 and 1919 

Whereas Section 8 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 10 
Geo. 5. Ch. 80), which was passed on the 23rd day of December, 1919, 
provides that the Section therein contained shall be substituted for 
Section 29 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907 (7 Edw. 7. Ch. 29) 
hereinafter referred to as the principal Act) ; 

And whereas Section 15 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 
10 Geo. 5. Ch. 80), provides that the Section therein contained shall be 
inserted after Section 58 of the principal Act; 

And whereas Section 22 of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 
10 Geo. 5. Ch. 80), provides, inter alia, as follows : 

* The provisions of this Act relating to the terms on which an 
invention or registered design can be made, used or exercised by 





or on behalf of a Government Department shall not come into opera 
tion until such time as may be fixed by order of the Board of 
Trade ”’ 

And whereas the Board of Trade on the 21st day of January, 1920, 
made an Order (S.R. and O. 1920, No. 59) directing that Section 29 (3) 
of the principal Act, as amended by Section 8 of the Patents and 
Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 10 Geo. 5. Ch. 80), should come into opera 
tion on the 21st day of January, 1920: 

Now, therefore, the Board of Trade do hereby order that Section 29 
1) (2) and (4) of the principal Act, as amended by Section 8 of the 
Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 10 Geo. 5. Ch. 80), and Section 15 
of the Patents and Designs Act, 1919 (9 and 10 Geo. 5. Ch. 80), shall 
come into operation on twenty-third day of April, 1920. 

23rd April (Gazette, Sth April. 


Ministry of Health Order. 
FOOD CONTROL. 


The following letter has been issued to Local Authorities :— 
Lord Mayors, Mayors and Chairmen of District Councils. 
Ministry of Health, 
Whitehall, 8.W. 1, 
3rd May, 1920. 

Str,—I have received a letter from the Food Controller with 
reference to the modifications contemplated in the local organization of 
Food Control! after the Wth June next. The letter recalls the circum 
stances under which, in the latter part of 1917, Local Authorities were 
invited to co-operate with His Majesty's Government in the measures 
rendered necessary by the menace to our food supplies, and in it Mr 
McCurdy expresses his desire to place on record, both for himself and 
his predecessors, his cordial appreciation of the value of the work 
done by the Food Committees in these three difficult years. He says, 
‘‘ The anticipations formed in August, 1917, as to the usefulness of such 
Committees have been fully realized, and, indeed, the elaborate control 
of rationing, distribution and prices, could not have achieved its 
undoubted success without their help.”’ 

In conveying to Local Authorities the Food Controller's message, I 
desire to take the opportunity of expressing my own appreciation of the 
energy and resource with which they responded to the call in 1917, 
and of the valuable service rendered by them, both in the constitution 
of the Food Committees and the assistance which they have throughout 
readily given to those bodies. 

The system of local administration now proposed will not involve 
those financial and other relations with the Local Authorities which 
exist under the present arrangements. But the transition to the new 





WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FUNDS FOR ITS HUMANE WoRK. 


system will necessarily be an operation of some difficulty, in which the 
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eee 
help and co-operation of the Local Authorities will be of the greatest 
value to the Food Commissioners. I feel that I can appeal with 
confidence to Local Authorities to continue to extend to the Commrs- 
sioners during that period such facilities as they may seek 
Yours faithfully, 
CHRISTOPHER ALLISON 


Ministry of Transport Order. 


REVISION OF RAILWAY RATES, TOLLS AND CHARGES FOR | 


THE CARRIAGE OF MERCHANDISE 


Notice is hereby given, that the Minister of Transport has referred | 


to the Rates Advisory Committee appointed under section 21 of the 
Ministry of Transport Act, 1919, the question of advising him upon 
the revision of the above Rates, Tolls and Charges. 

The Terms of Reference to the Committee are 

“The Minister having determined that a complete revision of the 
rates, fares, dues, tolls and other charges on the railways of the United 
Kingdom is necessary, the Committee are desired to advise and report, 
at the earliest practicable date, as to :— 

(1) The principles which should govern the fixing of tolls, rates 
and charges for the carriage of merchandise by freight and passen 
ger train and for other services. 

(2) The classification of merchandise traffic, and the particular 
rates, charges and tolls to be charged thereon and for the services 
rendered by the Railways 

(3) The rates and charges to be charged for parcels, perishable 
merchandise and other traflic conveyed by passenger train, or 
similar service, including special services in connection with such 
traffic.” 

The Committee has determined to enter forthwith upon the considera 
tion of the first part of such Reference, and will hold a Public Enquiry 
on the 11th May, 1920, at 11 o’clock in the forenoon, at a place in 
London to be announced on the 8th May in the London Times, The 
Scotsman and the /rish Times. 

The consideration of the second and third parts of the Reference is 
reserved to a later date. 

Any Persons, Companies or Associations desiring to be heard at the 
Public Enquiry should communicate in writing with the Secretary to 
the Rates Advisory Committee, at the address given below, not later 
than the 4th May, 1920, stating what proposals (if any) they desire to 
bring before the Committee. 

Prints of a letter of the Minister of Transport to certain Associations 
on the question of the Revision, together with their replies, are being 
ublished as a Command Paper, and will be obtainable from H.M 
Retlenery Office, or the usual Agents for Government Publications. 

By Order of the Committee, 
: 8. J. Pacer, Secretary 

Financial and Statistical Dept., Ministry of Transport, 

Gwydyr House, Whitehall, London, 8.W. 1 


Ministry of Food Orders. 
NOTICE OF REVOCATION 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that as from the 3lst March, 1920, 
the Orders specified in the first column of the Schedule hereto are 
hereby revoked to the extent specified in the second column of the 
Schedule, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
contravention thereof 

3lst March 


SCHEDULE 


Column 1. Colamn 2 


—— | Name of Order Extent to which revoked 





S.R. &0O.,No. 520, The Meat (Sales) Order, | So far as it crelates to 
of 1917. | 3917. swine and meat ob 
tained therefrom 
8S. R. & O.. Nos. | Ihe Meat (Maximum | So far as it relates to 
903 and 943 of Prices) Order, 1917. homeskilled pork. 
1917. Nos. 275 





and 833, of 1919, | 

and Nos. 115 | | 

and 120, of 1920. | 

R. & O., Nos. 29 | The 

and 494,0f 1918, | (Maximum 

and Nos. 427, Order, 1918. 

836, 1090 and } 

1673, of 1919. 

8.R. & O., No. 207, | The Irish Pigs (Control) | The whole Order. 
of 1918, (Ireland) Order 1918. | 


72 


Edible Offals | So far as it relates to | 
Prices) Edible (Offal obtained 
from home-killed pigs 


| the President of the Royal College of Surgeons (Sir George Makins), 


Column | Column 2. 


Name of Order. |Extent to which revoked. 








S.R. & O.,No. 344, The Pig and Pig Pro- | The whole Order 
of 1918 ducts (Prohibition of 
Export) (Ireland) Or- 
der, 1918 
S.R. & O., No. 372 | The Meat Retail Prices | So far as it relates to 
and 523, of 1918, (Enzland and Wales) home-killed pork 
and No. 119. of Order, No. 2, 1918 
1920 
S.R. & O., No. 862, 


he Meat Retail Prices | No far as it relates to 


of 1918, and No Scotland) Order, home-killed pork 
119, of 1920 1918 

S. R. & O., No. | The Live Stock (Re- | So far as it relates to 
1495, of 1918 striction on Shipment swine 


| to Channel Islands) 
| Order 1918. 
The Meat (Dealers’ Re- | So far as it relates to 
striction) Order 1918 swine and meat ob- 
tained therefrom 
S. KR. & O., No. The Pigs (Maximum | The whole Order 
1680, of 1919 Prices) Order 1919 


S. R. & O., No 
1638, of 1918 





PHE MILK (REGISTRATLON OF DEALERS) ORDER, 1918 
Notice of Re ttion of Directions 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 


Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 16th April, 1920, the 
Directions issued under the above Order, dated 12th August 1919 [S R 
& O., No. 1006 of 1919], but without prejudice to any proceedings tn 
respect of any contravention thereof 
16th April 
The following Food Ofders have also been issued 

Order amending the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917. 17th 
April 

The Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917. Notice. 17th April 
Che Bread (Use in Sausages) Order, 1920. 20th April 


Societies. 


Solicitors’ War Memorial. 


Recorp or Sexnvice or Soricrroxns anp Articuep CLERKS 

The compilation of the record. of service of all those solicitors and 
irticled clerks who are known to have served in the Great Waris being 
proceeded with, and it is hoped that the volume will be issued in the 
early autumn. The volume (of about 600 pages) wili contain about 
5 500 vecords, will be bound in cloth boards, and will be sold at a 
nominal price of 10s 

It will be of assistance to the trustees of the War Memorial Fund, 
under whose authority thd record is being published, if they were to 
eceive some ititimation of the number of copies likely w be require 
and they would be glad if those requiring copies would notify the 
Clerk to the Trustees, Solicitors’ War Memorial Fund, Law Society's 
Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 2, of the number of copies they 
would like reserved for them. Due notice will be sent them when the 
volume is ready A specimen copy, shewing the proposed binding and 
printing can be seen on application to the Clerk to the Trustees 


Che Inner Temple. 

The Treasurer of the Inner Temple (Mr. W. R. Bousfield, K.C., 
F.R.S.) and the Masters of the Bench entertained at dinner. on Wed 
nesday. being the Grand Day of Faster Term, the following guests 

The Lord Chancellor, Lord Rayleigh. F.R.S., Lord Stuart of Wortley 
Bishop Browne, Bishop McCarthy, Sir Charles Parsons. F.R.S.. Sir 
Fdward Clarke, K.C Mr. J H Whitley MP the Master of the 
Temple. Mr. Juatice Eve, Lievtenant-Colonel Maton (Belgian Military 
A\itache), Sir W. J. Pope, F_R-S.. Sir Rider Haggard, Sir Napier Shaw. 
F_R.S.. Mr. A. K. Carlvon. Mr. Douglas Vickers, Mr. H. G. Wells. and 
the Librarian (Mr. J. FE. Latton Pickering) and the Sub-Treasurer 


Gray’s Inn. 


Thursday, 29th April, being the Grand Davy of Easter Term at Grav's 
Inn, the Treasurer (Mr. Montagu Sharpe, K.C.) and the Masters of the 
Bench entertained at dinner the following guests The Duke of 
Northumberland, the Lord Chief Justice of England, Lord Ampthill, 
Lord Chevlesmore, the Hon. W. B. Barrington, Sir William Portal, 
Bart., che Treasurer of the Inner Temple (Mr. W. R. Bousfield, K.C.), 
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the Solicitor-General (Sir Ernest Pollock, K.C.), Sir Herbert Nield, 
K.C., and Mr. Edward Otter. 

The Benchers present in addition to the Treasurer were :—Dr. Henry 
(ioudy, Sir Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. T. Terrell, KC., Mr. H. F 
Manisty, K.C., Mr. Arthur Gill, Mr Vesey Knox, K.C., Lord Justice 
Atkin, Sir William Byrne, Mr. George Rhodes, K.C., Mr. C. Herbert 
Smith, and the Under-Treasursr (Mr. D. W. Douthwaite)). 


The Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the Board of Directors was held 
at the Law Society's Hall on Thursday, the 29th April, Mr. T. H 
Gardiner, Treasurer, in the chair. The other Directors present were 
Mr. P. E. Marshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr. E. B. V. Christian, Mr 
H. B. Curwen, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the Secretary, Mr. E. E 
Barron. A sum of £142 was voted in grants for the relief of deserving 
cases. The Annual General Court was fixed to be held at the Law 
Society's Hall at 2 p.m. on the 31st May; and other general business 
transacted. 


‘ . , 
City of London Solicitors’ Company. 
ANNUAL MEETING 

The annual meeting of the City of London Solicitors’ Company was 
held at the Guildhall on Tuesday, the Master, Mr. G. L. F. McNair, 
taking the chair. Among those present were Mr. Sydney Scott (Senior 
Warden), Mr. T. H. Wrensted (Junior Warden), Sir Homeéwood Craw- 
ford (Senior Past Master, Hon. Treasurer), Sir Thomas Betridge (Past 
Master), Mr. John C. Ho'mes (Past Master), Mr. George Cosens (Past 
Master), Mr. C. Walton Sawbridge, Mr. J. Montague Haslip, Mr. A. R. 
Dearmay (Members of the Court of Assistants),Mr. A. W. Hastings 
Dauney (Hon. Solicitor), Mr. Albert S. Hicks (Hon. Auditor), and Mr 
Hugh D. P. Francis, M.C., M.A. (Clerk). 

The report stated that the past year (the first complete year of the 
company's work since the termination of the war) had covered a period 
in which questions of grave mportance for the nation as a whole and 
for the profession in particular had arisen. The court were not satisfied 
that the recent increases in solicitors’ fees which had been authorized 
were adequate or that sufficient reason had been shewn for restricting 
the increase to litigation and to charges under Schedule II. They were 
accordingly making further representations to the Council of the Law 
Society on this matter, which had been the subject of specia! study by 
the Professional Purposes Committee of the court. The number of 
members of the company was well maintained Lectures had been 
delivered during the winter months which were available for members 
and their managing clerks and articled clerks The attention of the 
court had been for some time past devoted to the question of the adop 
tion by corporations and companies of a standard form of dividend 
warrant. The court were strongly of opinion that a standardisation of 
form was highly desirable in order that the recipients of dividends 
might not be put to unnecessary difficulty in framing their returns for 
income tax purposes. In this view the court had obtained the support 
of the Institute of Bankers and the London Chamber of Commerce. 
According'y the court had made representations to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer and to the Inland Revenue Authorities urging that legis 
lation to give effect to the company’s proposals should be included in 
the forthcoming Finance Act. Complaints from more than one quarter 
had been received by the court on the hardship caused by the great 
delay now involved before prints of the Orders of the Chancery Regis 
trars and of Lunacy Orders could be obtained. It appeared from corre 
spondence which had passed between the company, the Law Society and 
the officials at the courts that these orders could, without infringement 
of the rules of the Supreme Court, be lithotyped by His Majesty's 
Stationary Office instead of being printed, thus effecting a great saving 
of time and expense. The court were therefore suggesting to the autho- 
rities the desirabuity of adopting this reform. Members would probably 
have observed that the Minister of Labour rex ently appointed two 
barristers-at-law to be “ solicitor ’’ and “ assistant solicitor ’’ respec- 
tively to his Ministry. The court had entered a protest against this 
injustice to the solicitors’ profession, and had received assurances 
which indicated that a similar cause of complaint would not recur. 
It wou'd interest members to read a copy of the letter received from 
the Lord Chancellor (set out in the report), expressing his sympathy in 
the matter, and stating that he was disposed to deprecate the further 
extension of the practice. Owing to the elevation of Lord Finlay to 
the Lord Chancellorship the company had lost his valuable services as 
hon. standing counsel. The court were glad to intimate that they had 
been successful in obtaining the assent of Mr. R. A. Wright. K.C.. to 
act in that capacity. The court had to report with great regret the 
resignation, owing to pressure of other work, of Mr. Hugh D. P 
Francis as clerk of the company, a position which he had occupied since 
its formation. Mr. A. T. Cummings had kind'y consented to accept 
the position. 

The Master, in moving the adoption of the report, expressed his 
regret that the lectures had not beer so largely attended as might have 
“been hoped. He could not let the occasion pass without expressing the 
great regret they all felt at the resignation of the clerk, whose services 
had been of the greatest value to the company He observed that, 


was plenty of room for more members, and there were many solicitors 
in the City who ought to join the company. 

Sir Homewoop Crawrorp seconded the motion. He agreed that they 
would have liked the lectures to be better attended, but he thought the 
somewhat small attendance was greatly due to the difficulty caused to 
the clerks by the terrible overwork which had been necessary since the 
termination of the war. The report referred to the assistance rendered 
to the solicitor branch of the profession by the Lord Chancellor, and 
set out the letter addressed by him to the Law Society. 

The motion was carried. 


Etections to Court, &c. 


The Master moved the election of Mr. Francis (Messrs. Francis & 
Johnson) as a member of the court, in place of Mr. C. Walton Sow 
bridge, who retired under the rules. 

Sir Homewoop Crawrorp seconded the motion. He said they could 
not forget that Mr. Francis had also served his country, and that ne 
had received the honour of the Military Cross. If elected on the court 
he would succeed his father, who had done so much in the formation of 
the company 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. Edward J. Stannard (Messrs. Stannard & Bosanquet) was also 
elected on the court, in the place of Mr. Douglas A. Howden, who also 
retired under the rules 

Mr. Albert S. Hicks was re-elected hon. auditor. 

MINISTRY OF JUSTICE. 

The Master moved, ‘‘ That in the opinion of this meeting of the 
members of the City of London Solicitors’ Company, it is desirable, 
in the interests alike of suitors and of the legal profession, that a 
Ministry of Justice should be constituted, independent of the judiciary, 
and empowered (1) to co-ordinate and systematise the entire legal 
system and the administration of civil and criminal justice. (2) To 
supervise, control, organize and arrange local business and procedure 
3) To initiate measures to reform, amend and improve legal principles 
and practice. (4) To discharge such other functions as may be assigned 
by authority of Parliament. He said that this was the only country 
in which a Ministry of Justice did not exist. The difficulty and loss of 
time and many other disadvantages which accrued in consequence must 
he thought, be obvious to every one who had anything to do with the 
idministration of justice 

Mr. A. W. Hastines Dauney seconded the motion. He said it was 
obvious that to have a Minister responsible for the working of such a 
system must be useful to all. 

Sir Homewoop Crawrorp said that, at the annual meeting of the 
Law Society, Mr. Garrett had dealt with the subject at very great 
length, and the meeting had been practically unanimous with regard to 
it. It was quite clear that the time had come when the change should 
be made. Of course, the greatest care would have to be taken with 
regard to the machinery to be brought into being, but he thought they 
were all agreed that a Ministry of Justice was necessary. 

The motion was carried. ; 


Law or Property B11. 


Mr. Scorr moved, ‘ That it be an instruction to the Court of 
Assistants of the company to take such steps as may be deemed advisable 
to oppose section 170 of the Law of Property Bill now before the 
House of Lords, on the following grounds :—(1) That the Royal Com 
mission on the Land Transfer Acts, in their report, stated that they 
had been unable to find any proof of the existence of any really strong 
public feeling in favour of compulsory registration of title, and more- 
over, that the system was, in their judgment, imperfect. (2) That, 
under section 20 (8) of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, the initiative of 
proposing the extension of compulsory registration of title is vested in 
the county councils, and that to repeal this section would be a breach of 
the undertaking given in the House of Commons during the discussion 
on the Land Transfer Act. (3) That, during the twenty-two years in 
which the Land Transfer Act, 1897, has been in operation, no‘ county 
council has resolved in favour of the adoption of compulsory registra 
tion. /4) That, during the same period, although registration has been 
optional in all counties, very few landowners have, in fact, registered 
their titles. (5) That the practical experience of the working of com 
pulsory registration in London has shewn that the system in many ways 
is inferior to the ordinary method of conveyance by deed, and that 
serious delay is experienced in carrying out, not only first registration 
of titles, but also ordinary transfers «f registered titles. (6) That the 
system of registration of titles is rigid and inelastic, and is not so well 
adapted to the varying requirements of the community as the system 
of conveyance by deed. (7) That the introduction of compulsory regis- 
tration would involve very heavy expense in the erection in each county 
of extensive and costly buildings for the registries and the installation 
of large staffs of officials, and thereby the creation of another huge 
and costly bureau."’ He said the Land Registry had taken advantage 
of the Bill to endeavour by a side wind to repeal the provision of the 
Land Registry Act, by which any extension of compulsory registration 
could not be made without the previous consent and request of the 
county council. Under the Bill, section 20 of the Land Transfer Act 


would be repealed, and a section substituted by which an order might 
be made by the Privy Council, and if the county council objected to 
that they would have to demand a public inquiry, which would have 
to be made by some public official, and on his report a decision would 





although the membership of the company was well maintained, there 


be arrived at. The objection made by the county council would be 


. 
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taken as valueless and, in all probability, the county council would 
come to the conclusion not to demand a public inquiry 

Mr. Grorcr Cosens seconded. He said he thought the experience 
all of them must be that registration meant a very considerable increase 


in the cost of transfers, and very great delay, and that it was of no 
advantage so far as the interest of the client’ was concerned The 
system of transfer by deed was the best and cheapest, and most to the 
interest of the owner of property that one could possibly have. It was 


88 the resolutions 


due to them as a body of skilled solicitors to 1 
The motion was adopted 


REN1 


Mr. Cosens moved a resolution to the effect that the 
Restriction Act proposed by the Government should include all bu 
premises, as well as dwellings and shops. He that the in 
of rents in the city which had taken place of late had fallen on solicitors 
with extreme force, and had added greatly to the difficulty of carrying 
on practice. In some cases it had caused members of the profession t 
eosider whether they should be able To his knowledge 
rents had been raised in some cases 150 per cent. He was told by ; 
member of Parliament with whom he had communicated that the 
Government proposed to give relief to shopkeepers, but the professiona 
man was still left in the cold. It was a very important matter The 
salaries of clerks, the stationer’s charges, the cost of paper, were all 
increasing, and the 30 per cent. increase which had been accorded to the 
solicitors was all they could look to. He urged that the Act ought to 
apply to the professional man, and it ought to be made retrospective 
It should go back to the time of the Armistice 

Mr. A. R. DeaRMan seconded the motion. He said that in the 7imes 
of that date there was an announcement, which was possibly inspired, 
that the Bill would come before the House next week, and that its 
provisions would include shops and business premises. Relief would 
be in the form of a reference to a County Court judge by a tenant 
who could apply for reconsideration of any rent which he considered 
oppressive. He knew of cases where the rents were driving practi 
tioners out of the profession. They thought it not worth while work 
ing under the circumstances 

Sir Homewoop Crawrorp said there was another side to the question 
They must not practically denounce all landlords because some wer 
taking advantage of the enormous demand for office accommodatior 
The City Corporation had not done so. The City companips suffered 
greatly by the enormous rise which had taken place in connection with 
income tax. The cost of labour, too, had gone up, and the result was 
that it was impossible to make both ends meet unless they got a 
larger income. Let the test of public auction be applied, and let them 
see what would be the result. The demand great, and big 
rents were offered. He knew a case where property was to be built 
and not a brick had yet been laid, and yet the whole of the offices wer« 
let, and as much as £500 or £600 a year was to be paid for offices 
on the sixth floor. The City was-simply a square mile, and it could 
not be extended. 

Mr. Dauncy said the resolution only dealt with 
They would not say there should be no increases in these times, 
the cost of everything was increasing. He thought it was extreme! 
arbitrary, where a tenant had occupied for, say, twenty years or more 
that the landlord should say he must leave unless he paid an exorbitant 
rent. That was profiteering, and something should be done to prevent 
it. There should be, as there was during the war, some tribunal t 
which there should be an appeal 

Mr. Cosens said it was the case of a monopoly of a 
If solicitors were turned out of their offices, they lost their business 
The rents of many had been raised to an oppressive extent. 

The motion was carried in the following form That, in the opinion 
of this meeting, the Amendment Rent Restriction Act proposed by the 
Government should include all business premises, as well as dwellings 
and shops '’; and it was determined that copies should be sent to the 
Lord Chancellor, the Prime Minister, and the Minister of Health 

Mr. Sydney C. Scott (Messrs. Scott, Bell & Co.) was elected Master 


AMENDMEN1 RESTRICTION At 


Amendment Rent 
siness 


said rease 


to continue 


Was 80 


unfair increases 


when 


given article 


Mr. T. H. Wrensted (Messrs. Wrensted, Hind & Roberts) Senior 
Warden. and Mr. FE. Burrell Baggallay, Senior Warden. Sir Homewood 
Crawford was re-appointed Treasurer, Mr. J. M. Haslip was appointed 
Senior Dinner Steward, and Mr. Harry Knox (Messrs. Vaines, Blyth 
and Huxtable) Junior Dinner Steward, and Mr. Arthur T. Cummins 


(Messrs Phillips und Cummins) was elected to the office i Clerk 


Mr. Elihu Root. 


Elihu 











Root will shortly arrive 


The Times understands that Mr 
London from the United States 


Some time ago Mr. Root was invited to take part the rk of the 
Judicial Committee of the League of Nations, and he will be welcomed 
as the foremost authority in America on International Law For man 


years he has taken a most prominent part in American political and 


egal affairs. Under President McKinley he was Secretary of War 
and became Secretary of State in Mr. Roosevelt's Cabinet In 1912 
Mr. Root was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize, and on the United 


States entering the war, he visited Russia as head of the Americar 
Mission. During his long public career Mr. Root has frequertly come 





NEW ANNUITY RATES. 


The attention of Solicitors is called to the newly 
revised and highly favourable rates for Annuities 
now offered by the CENTURY, 

Correspondence Invited. 
SPECIMEN RATES. ANNUITY PAYABLE HALF-YEARLY. 





















Ave not less For each £100 of Purchase Money. 
than : 

Females, Males, 

60 fs 10 6 £9 9 10 

65 918 6 ll 2 10 

70 11 19 10 13 8 6 























‘** A strong, well-managed concern.’’— Financial Times 






“One of the most conspicuously prosperous Offices of the present 
generation.’ —Insurance News. 

**One of the best-managed Insurance Companies in Great Britain.” 
Impressions. 
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‘Originality and enterprise have marked the operations of 


CENTURY throughout its career.’—/ost Magazine. 


CENTURY 


INSURANCE COMPANY LIMITED. 


London Office: 27, Queen Victoria Street, E.C. 4, 
HEAD OFFICE: 18, CHARLOTTE SQUARE, EDINBURGH. 


















Pretending to be a Solicitor. 



























At Birmingham, on 28th April last Aibert Schofield, a debt collector 
irrying on business at George-street, Balsall Heath, Birmingham, under 
he | t Ka Payment Traders’ Association was charged, before 

I ustices, under section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, that he wi 

lid wilfu ly and fal el pretend to be duly qualified to act as 
i 

On 4th Mar 1920. defendant wrote a letter. on behalf of the Mead 
Compa toa Mr. Otth f Staines, demanding payment of £4 14s. 6d 
due to the mpar wh vel referred to in the let ter . lents 
| tive etter defendant demanded 5s. for cost ! hreatened that 
inless the an nt was paid within three days hall take out a 

mmons against ind jrecover same through the medium of the 

rt The let iviewrntten on notepaper hay ny defendant » 
bu t heading printed the toy vith statements of the nature of his 
busine The letter included te alia) the following phrases 

~ rit 1 other il processes served on debtor it their 
ni " Ines iddresses EF jectments applied for Counts 

irt ‘ xpedit nalu } 

\Iy Tr. H. El B n & El ‘ Rirminghan prosecuted on | 
halt f the Law S et He iid the prosecution was not brought in 
any idictive spirit It us th duty of the Law Societ to prote 
the professional pr eg f solicitors, but mainly it was the Law 
Societ duty to see tha i persons holding themselves out as unde 
taking legal busines m behalf of the public were dul jualified h 

1 exan tifica I ind fortl to do and 1 pr 

} | pr t WwW 1 fied per 1 N anne 

















into contact with many in this country, and on his present visit he will 
be certain of a warm welcome from his friends here 
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1) sad ! ' i I Clutterbuck, & ( Birmingham), of 
bel dant. plead i t a te ! i fhenee H nse! 
aid lefend tt ai natter of the letter itself, but that the 
headu } tter head tituted an offence was an at uable point 
Defend } used ! headings for the last ten eal und ne 
estior 1} n raised about them hithert« There was no suggestion 
that dks | hit 1 do all that h letter head® promised 
The let Cbtthe v1 is the result of mistake on the part 
e def ata allel < had formerly heen a solicitor’s clerk, and 
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occasionally reverted to the form of letters familiar to him in his legal 
days 

The Chairman (Alderman Philips) said the case on both sides had 
been fairly and reasonably stated. The public must be protected, and 
it was # proper case for the Law Society to prosecute. There would be 
a fine of £5 and £4 4s. sper 


Obituary. 
Mr. G. Broke Freeman. 


ial costs 





Mr. Geornce Broke Freeman, who died last week at Bournemouth at 
the age of seventy-one, practised for many years at the Chancery Bar 
He was a successful barrister of the old school; and, although ilk 


health was a handicap to his professional career he was widely known 


and respected at Lincoln's In Mr. Freeman, who was educated at 
Uppingham, under Thring, and at Trinity College, Cambridge, was the 
elder son of Archdeacon Freeman, of Exeter, and married in 1876 the 
youngest daughter of Dr. Horace Dobell, who survives him His father 
was Senior Classi it Cambridge in 1839, and one of his sons took the 
equivalent position under the nev regulations in 1904; it is believed 


e the foundation of the T ripos of the 
Among those 


he on example sin 


generations of the same family. 


that this 
first place going to two 


present at the funeral or Tuesday ere Archdeacon and Mrs. Fearon 
(sister and brother-in-law) and Si Philrp and Lady Freeman (son and 
daughter-in-law) 
Legal News. 
Appointments. 

His Honour Judge Lusn Winsor, K.¢ has been transferred from 
Cireuit 58 (Plymouth and Exeter, & to the vacant Cireuit 59 (Corn 
wall), and Mr. Henry Terres, K.C., has been appointed Judge of the 
County Courts on Circuit 58 The vacan in Cornwall was occasioned 
by the recent retirement of His Honour Judge Gent 
“Mr. Lennox Artruvr Parnick O'Reiry, barrister-at-lay has been 
appointed to be of His Majesty's Cou sel for the Colony of Trinidad 


and 1 obago 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 

Frepertwck Witt Bropre, Ronerr Mitts Wetsrorp, EveRaArD 
Gopwin THorne, Jonun Crarke Garr, and Frepertck ARNoLD BrppLt 
solicitors (Biddle Thorne, Welsford, & Gait), 22, Aldermanbury 
London. April 30 s ¢ as ards the said Frederick William 
Biddle, who retires from the firm The remaining partners, Robert 
Mills Welsford Everard Godwin Thorne, John Clarke Gait, and 
Frederick Arnold Bidd'e, will mtinue to carry on the practice at the 
ime place and under the same st e and firm (fazette Mav 4 


Business Changes. 
he senior partner in Messrs. Biddle 
London, has retired 


Mr. FaepertcK Wittiam Bipput 
Thorne, Welsford & Gait. of 22, Aldermanbury, 
from the firm as from the 7th inst. The practice will be continued 
by Mr. R. M. Welsford, Mr. E. G. Thorne, Mr. J. C. Gait Mr 
Arnold Biddle under the same style at the same address 


General. 
Mii Edward Lawren t i Lansd« Vr place 


notary publi aon f the late Mr. Ceorge L 
Mon., brother of Sir Walter Roper L 
estate of £32 607 

The Dartmoor Hydro-Electricity Bil 
proceeded with this session, and may be dropped entirely 


tor and 
of Trevella 
left 


it nhoan » 
Cheltenhar soli 


dF 
first 


iwrence 


and iwrence, baronet, 
gross valu 
is not to be 

In a letter 


promoters of 


says the Tim 


to local authorities in Devon interested in the matter th« 


the Bill state that further time needed for consideration of the 
natters involved That portion of the Bill under which reservoirs were 
to be constructed on Dartmoor for the generation of electri ity by 
water-power has a'ready been abandoned. It is understood that the 
copper smelting scheme is not to be abandoned, and the works, which 


do not need Parliamentary sanction, will be carried out on the lines 
forecasted 

In the House ot Commons, on Wednesday, Mr Hou ton asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he was aware that the proposed 
corporation tax would fal! very heavily upon the ordinary shareholders 
in British railways situated in the Argentine and other similar under 
takings, who during the period of the war had received practically no 
dividends or interest on their investments ; and whether he could see his 
way to exempt dividends of 5 per cent. and under from the operation 
of this prdposed tax. Mr. Baldwin : I would remind my hon. friend 
that the corporation profits tax is not a tax upon dividends, but upon 


the profits of concerns with limited liability prior to the distribution 





thereof. I cannot undertake to adopt the suggestion contained in the 
last part of the question. 


The Times correspondent of Paris, in a message dated the 3th ult., 
says: Art dealers and American millionaires will be each in their own 
way hit hard by the proposals voted yesterday by the Chamber to tax 
exported art treasures heavily. By this Bill the State is entitled to 
prohibit the export of works of art considered as forming part of the 
national patrimony, and when an export is authorized there will be a 
duty of 50 per cent. to pay on the value, plus 14 per cent. on each 
1,000f. up to 100,000f., and 100 per cent. on the part of the price should 
it exceed this last figure. The State will also be entitled to buy such 
works of art at the value placed on them by the exporter. The Bill 
defines as works of art in the matter of pictures those whose painters 
have been dead for twenty years, and in other articles those dating 
from before 1820. 

In the House of Commons, on the 29th ulf., Mr. Baldwin, Financial 
Secretary to the Treasury, informed Mr. Swan that it was proposed 
that if in any case the corporation profits tax exceeded a sum equivalent 
to 2s. in the pound on the profits which remained after payment of 
interest and dividends payable at a fixed rate on existing issues of 
debentures and preference shares, the excess of the charge over that 
should be remitted. The Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
propose to limit the application of that concession to issues on which 
the fixed rate of interest did not exceed 7 per cent. While the cor- 
poration profits tax might be regarded in some measure as a composi- 
tion inf lieu of super-tax, it was not justified solely on that ground, 
ind he did not propose to exempt co-operative societies with limited 
liability from the operation of the tax. 


um 


Lord Grey of Fallodon, the president of the League of Nations Union, 
has received a communication from the Peruvian Chargé d’ Affaires to 
the ecect that the Peruvian Government has recognized the work of 
the Union by sending a cheque for £1,000 as a contribution to the 
ippeal fund which has been promoted to carry on the work of its pro- 
paganda. The Chargé d’ Affaires further recalls the fact that : ‘‘ From 
the moment of her incipiency as an independent nation, Peru has, by 
all means at her disposal, sought the pacific solution of international 
problems, and that in addition to advocating at all international con- 
ferences and congresses the adoption of compulsory arbitration, she has 
adhered to the steady policy of submitting every one of her boundary 
disputes to an arbitration tribunat.”’ 


Major Breese has asked the President of the Board of Trade whether 
n the case of the collection of enemy debts delay is occurring owing to 
the failure by the German Government in setting up a clearance house; 
and, having regard to the large sums involved and to the requirements 
of British firms for capital for developing their industries, he will take 
steps to urge speedy compliance on the part of the German Government 
with Article 296 of the Peace Treaty. Sir Robert Horne writes in 
reply : While delay in preferring claims to Germany has undoubtedly 
resulted from the cause referred to in the question, the time within 
which, under the terms of the Treaty, the German Clearing Office must 
be established, does not expire until 24th April, and it would be pre 
mature therefore to take the steps suggested. In the meantime interest 
on such claims continues to run in favour of creditors. 


In the House of Commons, on the 29th ult.. Mr. Baldwin informed 
Sir J. Butcher that the proposal which the Royal Gommission on Income 
Pax had put forward, and which the Government had adopted, for 
with the problem of double income tax within the British 
Empire contemplated that where income was taxed twice in the Empire 
the lower of the two taxes should be remitted. A necessary corollary 
to that proposal for the elimination of double taxation was that the 
United Kingdom income tax on income derived from a Dominion should 
be based, not as at present on the amount of the income less the 
Dominion tax paid thereon, but on the fu'l income without such dedue- 
tion. In computing for the purposes of the United Kingdom income 
tax the amount of income arising abroad outside the Empire, the 
deduction in respect of taxes paid in the place where the income had 
arisen would continue to be allowed. The Royal Commission did not 
recommend any change in the existing situation as to double taxation 
so far as foreign States were concerned. 


dealing 





The Worshipful Company of Brewers have decided to sell their free- 
held estate at St. Pancras. This company was formed about 1314, and 
the estate was left to them by Richard Platt in 1600 for the purpose 

maintaining the Grammar School founded by him at. Aldenham, 
Herts, in 1597, and for the purpose of carrying out various charitable 
The estate comprises an area of about 9 acres near the 
Pancras-road and St. Pancras Town Hall, and includes some 250 private 
houses and shops. These dwellings formed the first attempt to cope with 
the shortage of industrial inhabitations, and in connection with the 
opening ceremony the dwellings were visited by the late Prince Consort 
in 1847. Messrs. Alfred Savill & Sons are instructed to offer the whole 
estate by auction in July next, unless the estate be previously sold by 
private treaty. 


bequest s 


Messrs. Dowsons, of No. 18, Adam-street, Adelphi, have taken into 
partnership Mr. Geoffrey Barham Sankey. The firm will continue to 


carry on business at the same address under the style of “ Dowsons & 
Sankey."* 
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Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. EMERGENCY APPEAL CouRT Air. Justice Mr. Justice 
i Rota. No. 1. Eve. SARGANT. 
ew May 10 Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Leach Mr. Goldschmidt 
eetece il Jolly Farmer Chureh Leach 
Sematary... 12 Synge Jolly Farmer Church 
Tharsday .... 13 Bloxam Synge Jolly Farmer 
Friday ........ 14 Borrer Bloxam Synge Jolly 
@aturday .... 15 Geldschmidt Borrer Bloxam Synge 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice P. 0, Mr. Justice 
: ASTBURY. PETERSON. LAWRENCE. KUSSELL. 
Monday May 10 Mr. Bloxam Mr, Jolly Mr. Borrer Mr. Synge 
Toeday ..... ll Borrer Synge Goldschmidt Bioxam 
Wednesday .. 12 Goldschmidt Bloxam Leach sorrer 
Thursday .. 13 Leach Borrer Charch Goldschmidt 
Priday....... 14 Charch Goldschmidt Farmer Leach 
Saturday a Farmer Leach Jolly Charch 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANTES 








LimMirep in CHAS 


I 


ndon Gaactle Fr ‘Y Aj 0 











Assets Hoipixe Co., L.tp Creditors a required. « ‘ t Ma i 
their names and addressees, and thx rticul thei t i 
C. H. Smallwood, 7, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st liquidator 

Masuv Foop Co., Lap.—(reditors are required, on or before May 31, to » 
their names and addressee, and the partiouk of ir debts o1 sime. 
Frederick William Jones and Barton Whitter ! ‘ Chin Liv 
pool, liquidators 

Reuent Tueater anp Assematy Rooms, Lrp.—4 reditors are required or le 
June 14, to send their names and aidreeses. and the srtioulare of their de 
or claims, to W. Bolton, 4, Pall Mall, Manchester, liquidator 

County MoTor anp ENGINEERING Co Preston), Lrp. (IN Votrntany Liguipa 
TION.)—reditors are required, on or before May 21, to send in their names an 
addresses. and the particulars of th debts or claims, to Thomae Henry Baik 
9, Ohepel-st., Preston, liquidator 

G6mar TuHearre Co. (Leien), Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 15, t 


eend in their names and ackdress vith particulars of their debts or aim 
to David B. Sandeman, 189, Union-rd., Oswaldtwistle, Lanes, liquidator 


ZetianD Mitts Estate, Lrp.-Creditors are required, on or before May 21, to sen 
in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 


Harry Douglas Leather, 10, East-parade, Leeds, liquidator, 


London Gazette rcespsy, May 4 


ARKWRIGHT COTTON SPINNING Co., Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or fore J 
7, to send their names and addresses, and perticulare of their debts or claims 
to Ernest James Wolstenholm und Charles Edward Lewie, 3, King-st., Rx 
dale, liquidators. 

CHorrineton Brick anv Tine Co Lrp IN VotrcntTary [LI@vipaTion Creditor 
are required, on or before May 14, to send particulars of their debts or claim 
to James Linn Sherlaw, Bank«<hmbes., 2%, Mosley-«t.. Newcastle-upon-Tyn 


liquidator. 


Euire Tararee (Wigan), L1p.—Creditors are required, on or before May 2! 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clain 
to James Ryley Helme, 9, Acreeficld, Bolton, liquidator 

Mes. Genera, Lrp (IN Votountary LigutpatTion Creditors are reqaired, on , 
hefore May 31, to send their names and und the perticulars t 
debts and claims, to M. S. Clueston. 9 tet.. liquidator 

E. Beck & Co., Ltp.—Creditors ar he M 1, t nm 
their names am! addresses. and the of ‘ 7 ; ‘ 
Joseph Wright Hudeon, 19, Cannon-st., 

G.W.K., Lro.—Creditors are re tuired t ul 





Rhames and addresses, and the particulars of their t r cle aims to Cs 
George Greenfield, ¢/o G.W.K., Ltd., Cordwalles Works Maidenh ad, liquidator 
Preston & (nantes, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send 


their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


Herbert Arthur Kimberley, liquidator of said Company ° 
Conover Tuearre, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 7, to send their 
names and midresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Thomas 
Frank Gillett, Atherstone, Atkins-rd., Clapham Park, liquidator 
Algany SrinniNe Co., Lap.; Avon Mitt, Lrp.; Athens Mint Co., Lip. ; AccRINGTON 
Corton Srinnina snp Manvractcrine Co., Lrp.; Atma Mitts, Lrp.: Cromer 
Mit, Lrp.; Croren Corrox Spixnxine Co.. Lrp.: Crowx SPINNING Co., Lap 
Crompton Srinnina Co. Lrp Don Mitt Co. Lrp Deuma Mint Co., Lrp 
FaviTaster Corton SPINNING Co., Lp Ei.m SPixnina Co,., Lrp.; Fran Corton 
SPinninG Co., Lrp.; Gorse Mit, Ltp.; Hrpor Srixntxe Co., Lrp.; Roserr Haw 
& Sons, Lrp.; Hazer Mitt Co., Lrv Kext Mitt, Lrp Liny Mitt Co., Lip 
Mattatiren & Wrretry, Lrp.: Mows Mins. Co. Lrp Mow, Mia Co, Lap.; New 
Yorw Mitt Co., Lrp.; Onama Mitt Co., Ltp.; Oxronp Mirus Co., Ltp ; Pran New 
Mitt, Lrp.: Priwrose Rixe Mitt. Co 1916), Lap Rex Mitt. 'tp.;: Raweary 
Mita. (o., Lrp.: Raves Mint, Lrp Rorp Mitt, Lrp.; Roctpate Srinxive Co 
Ltp.; Rawson Firetps Estate Co., Ltp.: SWAN SPINNING Co., Lap SMALLBROOK 
Srixnixa Co.. Lrp Statyeriper Corron Sprxxine Co., Lrp Towner Mt 
Co., Lrp West Exp Mitts Co.. Lro.—(reditors are required, on or before Me 
SH, to send their names and addresses, and the partioulare of their debts 
Claims, to William Wallace Brierley or Erio Brierley, 26, Clegg-st., Oldhan 
hiqnidator ; ‘ ; 
Pavinion Prerverr Patace (Rocupau . Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or befor 
June 2, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of thei 
debte or claims, to satieee Hodcroft, 7, Brazennose-st., Manchester, liquidator 


Eyring SHorepin H Sryptcate, Lrp. (Is Votrntarr L IQUIDATION )\—Creditors are 
required, on or before May 25, to send in their nomes and addresses. and par 
tteulars of their debts or claims, to David Hart, 12, Regent-st., liquidator 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Fuivar, April 16 


New African Concessions Syndicate, Thetford Temperance Hotel and British 


Ltd. Workman Co., Ltd 

Ridgefield Cotton Spinning Co.. Lid Gariisle Lodging House (o.. 1.44 
& J. Baldwin & Partners, Ltd Holly Mill Co., Ltd 

a Tug, Ltd. Raphael Galleries, Ltd 


James Harper & Sons, Ltd Westwood Spinning Co.. Ltd 
Crompton Spinning Co., Ltd New Bayley'’s Minee, Ltd. 
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THE BEST 
INVESTMENT. 


Actual Result of a Sun Life 
of Canada 20 Year Invest- 
ment Policy Matured in 1919. 





5OUS0 on lite ol 


‘a 


death : 
Sum GUARANTEED, £1,000 payable at end ot 20 years or at previous 


Jere t tor 


20 


Age at Entry, 31. 


years only, o1 


ceasing 


at previous 










£50 198, Od. 








death In event of death, Company farther guarantees to return 
one-half of all deposits p tid, in addition to £1,000 Sum Assared. 
RESULT 
At end oat A) yen Liv tollowing options were given lo Investor ; 
Option 1. Withdraw in cash sum guaranteed £1,000 
Withdraw in cash Protits added 385 
Fotal Cash £1,385 
Option 2 la 1 policy payable at death without any 
furth deposits being required : ... £2,630 
Option 3. Take an annuity tor life ot per annum £112 
Uption 4 Withdraw in Cash tsiz 
‘ ill have policy payabi t death which participates 
! ofits e » veal £1,000 
Pak the Cash ettlement of £1,385, the Investor received from 
the Company £366 more than he had deposited, and in addition free 
Insurance for amounts increasing from £1,025 9s. 6d. in event of death 
in first year to £1,509 10s. in évent of death in 20th year (Sum 
Guaranteed of £1,000 and half annual deposits made 
SAVING OF INCOME TAN. 
\ batement of Income Ta llowed by the Government on the 
annual deposit made for these policies, Had the abatement allow- 


ance of Income 


present 


have 


it 


i 


L1Sv 


by 


Tax during 


Mr. Hl. Hl. would have save 


ee) 


in 


equivalent 


another way 
Add this to L 
profit of £516 on the investment and free insurance into the bargain. 


to reducing 


h 


is Cash lrof 


a 


it 


£7 1s. 


the period of this policy 


annually, 
to £43 %s. Or to 
in 20 years he would have saved in Income Tax, 
\ of £366 


his annual deposi 


and 


mH 


heen the same as at 
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Bedington Liddiatt & 
Sydnev Bovd, Ltd 
Ltd Fagu Tea Co., L 
William R vy, Ltd 
Cs Ltd Robert Beldam, Ltd 
Ralsber « 1. A. P. Bobbin Co., 
Robert MoOlure & Sane 
North Cornwall Coacl 
Herrir Shop, Ltd 
BLA Magnetos, Ltd, 
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Full details at any age and for any amount 

J. F. Junkin (Manager), Sun Life of Canada, Canada House, Norfolk 

Street, London, W.¢ 

The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuitie Assets over 
23.0000 O10), 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 
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POLLACK W Liam NORBERT Lor \ 
ton-st Brad 1 W ] ' Me har 
Eve mi Peterson iJ \ 
Yorkshire B hmbr I rel. st Bradt 
London UWazette CUPRSDAY 
Hews. Many Sanan. 13. Hart-et Henley -on-Than 
Smit} shicl me Charles Saunders, the Trea 
Pariah Ohurch of St. Mar Henk | 
General by J Ha Rowse Blake 
Cane loser rHOMAS Sto . hays { 
May 31 Dene v. @ar Russell j 
Ver n Bt on & ¢ 80. Coleman.-st 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 


Last? Day or ¢ 
(iazett } 
\ Ml ! ‘ Vindern Ml y 
! n 
Hannetr, Joww Isaac, St Newingtor May 20 
Cavenpisa, Juin Henrierra, Chapel-st Bel 
Edwarda, 16, Bartlett 
HAPMAN, JOSerm Ricwarp, Thr t 
Gracechurch-st 
Canretiagns, Josern CH Hes 
Stir & ( Wolv mptor 
COULTHARD ALice ANN Maron CorLiTa 
Bakiwin, Wee & Baldwin, Clit! 
(rowrner, Hrusrer Orns, B nhar Jur 
chmbrs 
Dopp, Emma Etizanera, Be Heat Mv 
DeceMMonD, Canottne Brraa Deane Dyn G 
Walters & Hay, 9, Lincolna’s inn-fiel 


Farpett, Epwarp Taomas [vuptry, Stratfor | 
Stratford 


Fisuen, Heressrt Grorar, Ty Mynydd Rady G 


Prichard, Cardiff 

(Greewwoop, Grorer, Chorlton-on-Medlock Ml 
Lancaster Office 

Green, Emanvcet, Holcombe, Somerset May i 
inn-sq. 
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Harpine, Tsanrita, Chester. May 24. Batesons & Co., Liverpool. 

Hargwer, Marta Frances Wrisox, Wandeworth. June 7. Withers, Bensons, Curris 
Williams & Co, 4, Arundel-st 

IMaG Jou~ Maxweis, Cambridge May 22. Needham & Tyer, 12, Bloomsbury-sq 

Jones, ALexaxyprer Erxest, Watford May ®. Reginald C. Watson, 30, Bedford-row 

Jones, Owen Iscorb, Llanrwst. Denbigh. May & D. Howell Jones, Elwy Hous 





Llanrwst 

ampere, Marre Lovis Bexszawin Hector, Aldershot May po Nicholson & Cre h 
17, Surrey-st 

McTagGarR?T, Wittiam Beu Leamington June 1 Frencis & Johnson, 19, Great 
Winchester-st 

Merton. ANN Walsall. Jur 7 Enoch Evans & Son, Walsall 

? ym, Cuarces, Haslemere, Grocer. Mey 31. Day, Whately & Barlow, Godal: 

wsay, Isaac, Glanton, Northumberland May 11 Wade & Robertson, Alnw 

Reep, Atsert Epwry, Cannon-st.. Manufacturer June 4. Biddle, Thorne, Welsford 
& Gait, 22, Aldermanbur 

Reto, Jonx, Kingst n-Thames. May 31. Geo C. Carter & Ce t, Arundel-st 

REXSTRAW rHomas, Kendal June &S. G Thomson & Wilson Kendal, West 

irland 

ScHLUSSER, OLGA ALEXANDRIN Rutland-gdns May 22. Slaughter & Mey, 18, Austin 

SPARES Tromas, B t} Ma i. Cowar « Hawkslev, Ser & Chan wo) 
Mi t 

. ¥, Watrer, Sout tufton May 28 Pear & Nicholl 12. N t 

HO Srsin, B May 33 Worden & Worden, Southport 

Suira, Wiihtsm Dunsvon Forp, Woodford, Chester May & Hockin, B tow 

Hookir Manchest 

Surrn. Grorer Geerex. Bournemouth June 5 Woodcock, Ryland & Parker. 15 
Bloomsbury -sq 

SrrouMeNGeR, Frepenick Joacuim, Sydenham. May 31. Corsellis & Berney, Wands 
wort} 

STROMMENGER, Jane Maria, Sydenham. May 31 Corsellis & Berney, Wand rth 





Stone, Epwarp, Northfield. Birmingham. June 15. J. B. Clarke & Co Bir- 
minghar 

Sroor, Dororny ANNA, Cheltenham May 31 Kidson, McKenzie & Kidson, Sunder 

nd 

Srvrertn, Jane, Fle@ Hants. May 31. Foster, Wélls & Coggins, Aldershot 

fepp, Hakeier, Southport. June 1. Duncan, Oakshott & Co., Liverpool 

THomas, Mary Etrzasetn, Anglesey. May 2. Wm. Thornton Jones, Bangor 

Watton, James, Matlock. May 21. Heny & Heny, Matlock 

WALKDEN, ALFrep, Knutsford >» Skelton & Co.. Manchester 

Weaster, James Epwarp, Hathersage Derby May 24. Caddick & Walker, West 
Bromwich 

Vetort, Aimee, Kingston-on-Thames May & Prebble & Elson, 88, Charter 


honse-st 











Wiever, JtLia, Sunderland. May 31. Kidson, McKenzie & Kidson, Sunderland 
Vitkinson, Lean, Leeds June 1. Wm. Roberts Wilson, Leeds 
London Gazette eespay, April 27 

\vueusr, Groner James, Portsmouth. May 25. Fred. G. Allen, Portemouth 

BATEMAN Groroe Frepericx, Gedney, Lincoln Farmer Ma ls. Calthr A 
Leopold Harvey, Spalding 

Det.-Irvine, Roperick Oeie, Vancouver, Canada May 30. Bischoff, Coxe, Bischoff 
& Thompson, 4, Great Winchester-st 

Ben ticnarp THomas, Twerton-on-Avon. June | rhrir Sheldon & Ingram 
Bath 

HDOWNESS, STEADMAN, Shanghai, China, Outfitter May 31 Indermaur & Brown 


Chancery-la 
wsTer, Wilttam Attex Rosert, Norwich, Estat Avent Mav B Hill & Perks 
Norwich 
Man, Marton Ema, Norwich. May 22. Hill & Perks, Norwi 
Coxworthy, Mary, Redcliffe-gdns June 8 Lewis & Pain. Dover 








(Craig, FANNY Evrzasern, Ludlow, Salo; May &. Marston & Sons, Ludlow 

Cvenick, Rosert, Hilmerton, Wilts Farmer May 21 Kear Stokes & Whit 
Chippenham, Wilts y 

vies, Jou~, Lilanfihangel-ar-arth, Farmer. June 15. Walters & Williams, Car 

marthen 

WNT, EstHer, Newcastle-upon- Tyne May 10. W. Molineux, Neweastle-upon-Ty ne 

Dent, Georer, Newcastle-upon-Ty ne May 10 W. Molineux, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

reny, Lady Muniet Avoersrs, Cattistock, Dorset. Mey 31. Fladgate & ( 18 and 

19, Pall-mall 
LLIs, CABOLINE Snare rook. Essex May 28 Norman H. Aaron, 64, Moorgate-st 

mine, Darsy Gresens, Stockwell. June 1 Perey Short & Cuthbert, 30, Nor 

folk-st 
Grirris, Geore Bur Lancs May 24 Douglas Houstoun, Duchy of Lat ter 

Offi 
Hwrerson, Wiitiim Grorer, Littl MeNon, Norfolk, Farmer May 22. H « 

Perk Norwicl 
Horstey, W ram Fr rick. Gateshead June 12. H. & A. Swinburne, Gates! 
HuMPHRIES 4) t s near Leamington Spa, Gardener M Jl 

Grun Kers! s con a Manchester 
Jervers, Maria, Kin ' r ’ Bate & Co., 35, Bedford-1 
ler fHomas James, G ston = May 22 J. F. W. Wheeler, Oxted, Su 
jones, EDWIN JOSEPH letten! Staff Farmer. May 31 Dallow & Da 

Wolverhampton. 

‘ster, Roserr Waarros, Leicest May 31. Harding & Barnett, Leics 
Lerem, Mary, Baguley, Chester. June 2. Nicholls, Lindsell & Harris, Altrinehan 
Lewis, Watrer, Llangadock, Carmarthen. May 31. Rhys W. Prix Liandov 
Lewis, Florence Avice, Bath. June 1. Thrin Sheldon & Ingrem, Bath 
MAGINNIS, Dantet, Bolton, Builder. May 25. Fullagar Hulton, Bailey & ( 

Bolton 
MARSLANI ELizasera, Pine-st Clerkenwell May 2. I & Sons, W 

ton-sq 
Mittar, James Henny, Maxwell-rd., Fulham. May 7. W. R. Millar & Sons, 2, 5t 

rhomas’-st London Bridge 
Vorr, Joux. Haig! near Wigan May 4. James (©. Gibson, Wigan 
Nasmira, Martin Arracr, Weybridge June 8. Reynolds & Mil 70, Ba 
hail-st 
OsMAn, Evtzasera, Upper Holloway June 1 Kingsles aviv. 19. Devereux-ct 
Roserts, Ettex, Newcastle-npon-Tyne June | Wm. Mark IP s & Sons, N 
stle-upon-Tyne 
SCHLAEPFER \nrren Ustricn Max, Chiswick, R reh Chemist May 27 N 


tamsay Murray, Chiswick 
soorr, Epwarp, Wooler May ll Wade & 
Suira, Wirit1mmMm, Bramley, Leeds May 31 
Strete, Wittiam, Wigan, Steel Smelter May 4. James C. Gibson, Wigan 





SvuTTON Hakotp CHartes James. Hove, Sussex Mav BD. Hilder Thomy \ 
dunn, 36, Jermyn-st 

WALKER [SAAC Bolton-gdns., South Kensington May 31 Tathan Obl & 
Nash, 11, Queen Victoria-st. 

Waeetrr, Avice, Stockport. June 2. Nicholls, Lindsell & Harris, Altrincham 

Wirr. Amprose. Christchurch Bast, Hants, Farmer Mav 29 Aldridge: Haydon 


& Whittingham, Ohrietchureb 
Youse. Waprer. Kensineton-crescent May B. Stileman & Neat 
impton-st., Bloomsbury-sq 
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London Gazette.—Faipar, April 30. Horsrox, Epira Marr, Dartford. June 8 } ollins & Crosse Kennan's House 
. | ‘ ww ‘ ‘ ns 
rrie ‘ Last DaY op Ctaim | Hera Rowe i rn, Portsmouth 
ry -sq ALEXANDER, AMY, West Kensington May 28 Her H 4 ' Str 
d-row Theobald's-rd., Bedford-row 
House, {rxins, Joux, Shipham, Somerset. June 5. Meade-K 
Becker, JOHANN Peter Ionatics, Fenchureh-st., Metal 
' h eons, Quarrell & Jones, 3, East India-av 
Bexsoyn, AtrHonwse Turopors Fancocet, Golders Greer 
Great Sowerby, Holden & Co., 5, John-st., Bedfaord-row 
Berurit, Capt. Groner Ricwarp, R.N., Sigglethorp« 
Pempertons, 44, Lincoln's Inn-fields. 
I g fiexowp, Sir Arruur, Kt., Loch Rosque, R 
‘ & Son, Chatteris, Cambs 
rd Rovere, Atreeo, Gnosall, Staffs, Farmer 
BeimsTon, Dame Eniza Isapetisa, Wim 
st Ohancery-lane 
West Baerrrev.-Vavreuan, Capt. Enwirp, W 
Fenchurch -bldge. 
Austin Butter, Epwarp Journ, lif 
James's-st 
w Canter, Henny, Barneles June 
Cour, Joseru, Edgbaston, Birn 
Co., Birmin gham 
Comar, Josern, Brockley, Kent. 
' Southwark 
Gortprer, Kater, Clerkenwell 
15 Smithfield 
Covrrovx, [ona Minnte Sretina, Hove 
Wands 3, St. James’s-st 
Onares, Racner, Pontardawe, Glan May 
rth. Crowr, Roserr, York, Provision Merchant 
Bir. Pavies, Mostyn Harry Dowrxe, Dyn 
Ladinry 
Sunder Dokes, Frank, Penkridg Staffs, Plum)x Me ) ~ Volv 7 
hampton VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE. It is very essential thet all 
Derrson, Wititim Henry Jones, Bromley er ' ' Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects Pro- 
Son, 17, Leadenhall-st perty 1s generally very inadequately insured i los ‘er. 
Fixcn, Joser#, Barningham, Farmer. June | Vo ‘ - ae ; ~ ! _* d, and in case of loss insurers 
Prersox, CHARLES Wri, Bedford ; ater ‘ suffer accordingly DEBENHAM. STORR, & SONS (LIMITED), 
Gamace, Epwix Toomas, Leamington. Jun dé t 26, King-street, Covent-garder W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
4 , len Pal | ' ' ‘ ; ; * 
pa eee Pa a , \ I . el auctiones ver 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Harpaker, Mantua Aww, Idle, Bradfor ; ' i ford Valuers, and \ lad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
Henry, Sir CHartes So.omon, Bt., MP iritor purpose. Jewel te s. furni works of art, bric-a-brac, a 
Crosse, Kennan's House, Crown 
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London Gazette.—Fripay pr z 
ff FIRST MEETINGS 


Brice, Bertram Marx, Cardiff, Engine t t pr 
11.30. Off. Re 117, St Mary-st rdif RicHAR DSO) Ha ’ 
Brows (noss, Henry T.. Wandsworth, Groce } | vurt Yet 7 ; 7 \ 7 
132, York-rd Westminster Br rd seria te ee ter 4 t on eran 
Perks Crwax, H. (mak Hampstead, Toba eal i eltenham. Pet. Apr t 12 , wer 4 
at 11. Sankruptey-bldgs., Carey-st ay > o ote onl ae .¢ "0 
De Vaimermery, Count Mavris, 38 West! ‘ ' " ) 
May 4 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carew-« 
fHit.ows, Wavter Henry, and Groretsa Hatiows 
3 field, Hardware Dealers. April 30 at 
¥ Figtree-la., Sheffield 
Les, Eouenp, Ulverston, Lanes 
Car May 1 at 11.15. Off. Re 
row-in-Furness. 
l Rosrrts. Doveras Rosser ADIUDICATIONS 
I ue. Solicitor April l 
6 mineter Brid r 
Storr, Grorar Mark. G 
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Jankrupte 





Amended Notice substitut 
London Gazette ) 
Warkixns.§ Percy Aurrep, Liandrind 
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Farmer (As previously Gazett™! 


ADJUDICATIONS 
shen Batcer, Bertram, Cardiff, Engineer ' , (src wstre NA 
April 13. Ord April 14 ‘ { j Ord 
Dasien., Laversce Averstixe, Bayew ' ; wi Hrs Ca 
Pet. Nov. 27. Order A | 20 t+. March 390. Or 
su scent, Dattas Lovis Nem, Bayswater { rt wn Hattyet 
dailow Pet. Nov. 27. Ord. April 20 . . pril ( wee De 


“* | THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., Lto 


aa CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL 6 or selected risks. 
| FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


’ THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders, 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY covers a1! Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Presiinm 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 
ham Suitable, Cl f Insertion in Leases and Mortgages of 
” INSURANCE. ~“Ticsnend Puspesty csttied tr Counsel,;will be sent on application. 


— For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBANKMENT (next Temple Station), W.C,2. 
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Telephone : 602 Holbern. — 


DR. BARNARDO'S! EBE AND RAVENSCROFT EX - ~ SERVICE “MEN 


FOUNDED In THE ReIon oF WILLIAM & MARY, 1688. 
are being specially cared for by 


HOMES ROBE COURT THE 
CHARTER: MAKERS. KiRi2. TAILORS. CHURCH ARMY 


“No Destitute Child ever Refused | : 
ae SOLICITORS’ GOWNS.||| “*s “scne’or nosvers: 
No Waiting List. | Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks & Coroners EMPLOYMENT BUREAU ; 
’ TRAINING FARM and 


89,102 Children have been admitted. — ; : “ 
9,102 since war broke out, a large number § |93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 2. MARKET GARDEN. Friends 
being children of Soldiers and Sailors, § | ” | SHELL - SHOCKED. The 

7,335 Boys and Girls average in residence. AUCTION SALES. MOTHERLESS CHIL- 
300 Boys in Training for the Navy. "MESSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS DREN of .Ex-Service Men 
10,715 Barnardo Boys fought for us on | sous s Place MONTHLY at WINCHESTER are taken in full charge. 
. land and sea in the Great War. every, description ve Property, Printed cugeane |The EVANGELISTIC and SOCIAL 
ques orme on app wation fo t vei. Secretary. can e on app ca on at t cee ' , , « . . . 
Honorary Director, WILLIAM BAKER, Eaq., M.A., LL.B. a Ye & Sons —— re of all WORK is also in active operation. 
— 26, STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LoNDOX inds and give especial attention to ting and 
Head Offices: 18 to 26, STEPNEY CavsEWAY, LONDON, E.1 } nde Eg Bn OMices, on Horough Heh LEGACIES SOLICITED, 
| street, London Bridge, 8.E. 1, and 124 aterloo CONTRIBUTIONS will be gratefully received 
place. 8.W. 1 by the Hon. Chief Secretary, Predendary C :rlile, 
| D.D., Chureh Army Headquarters, anston 


PERIODICAL SALES. Street, Marble Arch, London, W, 1. Cheques. &*, 
ESTABLISHED 1843. KNIGHT, FRANK & RUTLEY’S should be crossed “ sarcays aje Church Army. 


MESSRS H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD | SALE ROOMS 


conduct PERIODICAL SALES of 
REVERSIONS (Absolute and Contingent), FOR 


; "ERESTS an¢ INU : | 
LIFE INTERESTS and ANNUITIES, | JEWELS, FAMILY PLATE, PICTURES, -s 3 ay 






































LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For 





LIFE POLICIES, 
Shares and Debentures, FURNITURE, CHINA, re a 
Institated 1817. 


Mortgage Debts and Bonds, and And all classes of Valuable Pro 7 | Vicinity. 
| rted by Life and Annta! Sub- 


Kindred Interests, oa 
FIRST and THIRD THURSDAYS to each month | SALES IN COUNTRY HOUSES, FIRE VALUATIONS. | tlons and by Donations. This 
- - p— tion consists of Solicitors taking out 
London Certificates and of retired Solicitors 
Broad-street, B.C. Bei; ce Special Estate Room for Auctions of Real Property who have practised under London Certificates; 
Pt ne aid vel. Et . & nd 068 Ci Invari- | and Investments, and its objects are (amongst ee fe To — reliet 
y Stoc andon e a, 2 an 5 i y- Ww 
—— —_—— 20, HANOVER SQUARE, LONDON, W.1.| —““xember, or it none then to other relatives. 
PERIODICAL PROPE RTY AUCTIONS. dependent on him for support The 
ESSRS. H.E.FOSTER & CRANFIELD | ’ ye FE 
1 >F 7 * 4 pi “ha | 7 nbs ption © 
to announce that their PROPERTY AUCTIONS | FRYER, COOPER & Co. s AUCTION ROOM One Guinea per annum 
w li be held at WINCHESTER HOUSE, Old Broad-street, (Established 1860), consttbutes a Member 
B.C. 3, REDCROSS STREET, FORE STREET, E.C. 1. gS ll 
sagtadors sirens, and urntees, having properties | The Largest and¥ beet appointed Auction CGalieriee in bership for 
. Life. 
Auctioneers, at their Offices, 6, Poultry, London, E.C. 
Telegrams : “Invariably Stock, London.” Tel. Nos. 2968 hn sag A wey p. "ho "en toe Applications to be made to the Suonmtanr, BE. Evely 
oy. . oots, arron n ” 
and 1508 Cy Leather a Drapery, Clothing, Woollens. 
d Miscellaneous Stocks, IN EBRIETY. 


on the 
throughout the year, at WINCHESTER HOUSE Old 


























Telegrams— sPeactinn London.” "Phone No. —City 308. 


Experts in Jewels, Antique Silver and | a 
other valuables. DALRYM PLE HOUSE, 
BRAN D’S RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 


TO SOLICITORS, TRUSTEES and A 1 nbuon eS SS under the Act and 
EXECUTORS. Dr. F. 8. D. HOGG, 
Resident Medical Superintendent 


EBENHAM. STORR & SONS, Ltd., | S O U P S * Telephone: P.O 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 
£5 TO o£ OOO ADVANCED 


Auctioneers and Valuers of al) classes of Property. | P 
Sales held in two spacious anction rooms daily, one being Of all Descriptions. 7 Rem Ne bile of ie 


reserved for silver plate, jewellery, watches coins, curios, 
&c., the other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works of Finest Quality only. 


art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, &. 
Valuations made in town and country for probate Sold everywhere. 
division, insurance and other matters. 


Apply 26 King Street, Covent Garden, London, W C. | 
Phone: 2399 Gerrard. Telegrams :‘ Viewing,’ London. | BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S. W. 























THE GREAT RISE. 


SPINK & SON, LTD.. 


Diamond and Pearl Merchants and Medallists to His Majesty by Appointment (Established 1772) 


16, 17 & 18, PICCADILLY, LONDON, W.1, & 6, KING STREET, ST. JAMES’, S.W., 


beg to intimate they Value JEWELS, PLATE and EFFECTS of deceased estates 

at most moderate terms. 
A thoroughly competent staff for this purpose is always available for any part of the U.K. 
Duplicate or triplicate inventories always supplied. Promptitude and accuracy guaranteed. 
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